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PREFACE 


= HE Publick haviog with good Rea- 
| ſon n from a Rigbt Reve- 


© pleat Anſwer to the DISCOURSE 
here complain d of, it may be thought too 
forward in any other Perſon to anticipate 
his Lordſhip's Deſign; and unſerviceable to 
the Cauſe of Religion for a a weak Hand to 
+ in its Defence. 


BUT. as the more important Duties of bis 
Lordſhip's high Station, muſt have delay d the 
Publication of ſo deſirable a Work, it ſeems 
not unſeafonable in the mean time to offer a 
mort Anſwer upon this Subject, in order to 
A "repreſs 
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PREFACE. 


repreſs the Triumphs of the Infidels, and to ſa- 
tisfy unlearned Chriſtians; who, tho they will 
not be eaſily deluded to abandon their Princi- 
ples, may juſtly be uneaſy to find the Foundati- 
ons of Religion openly declar'd to be certainly 
falſe and groundlels; and that too with a 
pompous Appearance both of Argument and 
Learning. 


THE Gentleman; who introduced the 
DISCOURSE into the World, is com- 
monly believ'd to be the ſame with the Au- 
thor of the remarkable Di ſcour ſe on Free- 
Thinking : Who is well known likewiſe for 
entertaining the Town with Arguments a- 
gainſt the Immortality of the Soul; with pub- 
liſhing a Collection of his ows Forgeries, un- 
der the Name of Przeſt-craft in Perfection; 


with denying all human Liberty, and conſe- 


quently all Religion, in his Philoſophical 
Enquiry concerning it. For theſe and other 
Performances of this kind, the greateſt Men 
of the Age have thought fit to make him 


conſiderable, by condeſcendingto anſwer him; 
and tho' his laſt piece of Service be at preſent 


debaſed, he need not doubt but it will be rais'd 
to a proper Point of View, and expos d to ad. 


vantage. | 
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'TIS ſurprizing to think, that a Gentleman 
of Eſtate; Reputation, and Intereſt in his 
Country, ſhould ſpend his whole Time, and 
make it the chief Buſineſs of his Life to pro- 
pagare ſuch Notions, as would, if they were 
receiv'd, make himſelf and all Mankind of all 
Creatures the moſt miſerable. And a ſincere 
Chriſtian without much Learning will hardly 
be perſuaded to believe, that the Arguments 
of a Man, who ſeems to make a figure in the 
learned World, can be, as in fact they are, 
utterly void of Senſè and Reaſon and Learn- 
ing and Honour, and Ingenuity. 


TO make good this Paradox, 1will pro- 
duce a few Inſtances out of ,our ; Author's 
Di ſcoun ſe, which are not taken notice of in 
the following Sheets; and tho' the Gentle- 
man, I have been now ſpeaking of, cannot be 
directly charged with writing the whole Book; 
yet it ought to be conſider d, that he- has 
own'd it by his Introduction, and expreſſly 
calls it his Book; for which en he is 
juſtly anſwerable. D Waun MIN 

THE firſt Proof of our 1 J N 
rable Talents will be, if I miſtake not, a 
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P REFA CE. 
very memorable one. He ſays , The JEWS 
i | were * ſuch celebrated LY A RS „ that a 
£ LZAR and a JEW ſinnifyd the ſame 
thing. He ſcorns to advance a Falſehood, 
and therefore undertakes to prove it from the 


xl ſixth Satyr of e V 547. The Wands 
ll are theſe; 


| Are Jules tremens MENDICAT 
in i; 


4 5 THERE were, it ſeems, in the Days 
F | of Juvenal, after the Deſtruction of Fern- 
| ſalem, ſome Fews at Rome poor enough to 
BEGO; and becauſe it unluckily happens, 
mm that Begging and Lying begin with the ſame 
| Syllable-in Latin, therefore theſe Poor Jews 
muſt be branded as Lyars. Mendicat & Men- 
= - titur have plainly an Agreement; the Re- 
"= proach 1 is indelible, and muſt remain as long 
as the Fame of our Author's Learning en- 
1 dares.” The Beggar might lay for himſelf 


F e ft miſerum Fortin dee! 
Finxit, vanum etiam mendacemgae . 


Proba Anger. 
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IAR“ 104 * b e 0 t 4 — 107 


e 


PREFACE. 


HE might plead, that Beggar does not ſig- 
nify Lyar; but our Author ſays it does, 
and our Author is a learned Man. The 
Free-Maſons would take it amiſs to be ſtyF'd 
Free-Thinkers, but our Author might as ea- 
ſily miſ- call them ſo ; and our Author is 4 
learned Man. The Lawyers will not own 
themſelves to be Zyars ; but our Author 
knows no difference, and our Author is 4 
learned Man. No Man that had ever look d 


into a Latin Author ſince he came from 


Fe hool, could have made this wrerched Blun- 
der; but our Author could; and our Aut bor 
is a learned Man. Every Page in his Book 
is ſtuff d with Quotations from Authors of 
all Sorts and Sizes, Nations and Conntreys, 
SECTS and FA CTIONS; "nid our Au. 
thor is a learned Man. 


B N well Spenoen 2 Miſtake "TY once, 
and examine what other Byidence he thinks 
fit to bring for the Proof of his Aſſertion, 
that a har and a Few" fignify'd the ſame 
Thing. He-cites e „ let Rutilius 


appear: What ſays he? 


r 


S Lib. I. p. 393. Rutilius liv'd in the 5* Century. 
Cetera 


PREFAGCE. 


Cetera mendacis deliramenta Cataſte. 


Fill - H E ſeems indeed willing to ſpeak to the 
Al Point, and calls the Fews lying Raſeals very 
| heartily. But this is not quite ſufficient ; for 
1 tho Rutilius might believe the whole Fewiſh 
1 Nation to be Lyars, yet unleſs it appear, 
:Þt that they were generally thought ſoby others 
too, it will not follow that à Few and 4 
Fyar ſignify d the ſame thing. Why does 
Nutilius think them Lyars ? Upon the Ac- 
count of their idle Tales. What he calls ſo, 
let himſelf declare. 


' , Radix: ſtultitie, cui frigida Sabbata cure, 
| Sed Cor frigidius relligione ſua eft. 
i .  Septimaquequeaies tunpi damnata veterno 
Tanquam laſſati mollis imago Dei. 
Cætera Mendacis deliramenta Cataſtæ 
Me Pueros ownes credere poſſe reor. 
AB 2 11 —_— ut inam eee. Jaden Jabal 
[ + Pompeii bethis, imperiaque Ti iti! 
N Larius exciſe gentis contagia er punt, 
Victoreſque ſuos. natio vitia Sr. 8 
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PREFACE: 


THE preceding Verſes, which determine 
his meaning to the Fews, are too groſs to 
be tranſcribed ; but the i Stores, he is fo 
angry with, are plainly the DoQtrines of their 
Religion; and their ſteddy adherence to it, 


was that, which provok'd this intemperate 
Language. This made his Teſtimony the 
more valuable to our Author; but that which 


endears him moſt is, that b y tultitiæ, he 
means the Chriſtian Religion e, which had 
its Riſe in Judæa, and thence ſpread through 
out the Roman Empire; and ſo perfect was 
his hatred to Chriſtianity, that he laments the | 
Victories of Pompey and Titus over Judæa, 
which made room for the Captives to intro. 
duce their infectious Doctrines, which tri- 


| umph'd over the Religion of their Conque- 
rors. So that according to our Author's Rea- 


ſoning, Rutilins has prov'd not only that a 


Har and a Jew, but that a Lyar and a Chri- 
ſtian alſo are equivalent Terms. But if he has 
not prov'd this, he has proy'd nothing. 


In a Word, Rutilins neither rr, W whe 


he /ays, nor ſays what our Author ſuppoſes; 8 
| but as Juvenal will be a mn. Monument 


See Pithceus, Liptius and Barthius.; bY fig T7 115 10 
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PREFACE. 
of our Author's Learning, ſo Rutilius is an 
irrefragable Witneſs of our Author's Senſe 
and Ingenuity ; who takes the Word of a 
paltry Poet, that Jews and Chriſtians are 
only different Names for Lyars; and this up- 


on the ſingle fcore of reſolutely profeſing 
the Truth of their Religion. 


HE ſays, the Chriſtians of old receiv'd and 
improv'd from the Jews, the Story of the 
Cells at Alexandria. That they receiv'd the 
account which is given of the Tranſlation of 
the LXXII from the Alexandrian Jews, is 
certain; but that they improv'd it, is an zm. 
provement of his c own. 


| HE accuſes them of receiving and im. 


proving other Lies from the Fews ; amo 


which he reckons the Hiſtory of the Phænix. 
That this Hiſtory was rece:v/d from the Fews 
I have never yet heard; perhaps he IN 
this as an inſtance of one of the groſs thing 

that Chriſtians were capable of having 75 
upon them by diſhoneſt People among them- 


ſelves. Clemens Romanus is the firſt Chtiſtz 


an that recites this Hiſtory 1 ? Did he invent 


it and impoſe it upon the belief of his Fellow 
N Chriſtians ? ? Or aig his Companion St. Paul, 


i * 


or any other of the Apoſtles impole it upon 
him? Who were the diſhoneft People among 
the Chriſtians at that time, that could. or 
would abuſe the credulity of this Apoſtolical 
Biſhop ? That he did not forge this Relation, 
I preſume will be granted, ſince Herodotus 3 
mentions it ſo long before him. He receiv'd 
it then, but did he improve it too? No, he 


made no additions to it; tho our Author can- 


not forgive him for applying it to illuſtrate 
the Chriſtian Doctrine of the Reſurrection. 
Was he too ready to believe any thing that 
ſeem'd to favour Chriſtianity ? Tis poſſible 
he might receive this Story in ſuch a manner, 
as leaves us no mote room to ſuſpect his Judg- 
ment, than his Integrity. For Tacitus the 


Hiſtorian, whoſe Judgment has always been 
unqueſtion'd, not only relates the conſtant 


Tradition of this piece of natural Hiſtory, 
but names the Year b, When a Phenix was 
ſaid to be ſeen in Egypr, , which gave oc- 


caſion to the Philoſophers to employ their 
Thoughts about it. He ' xecites. the anti- 
ent Traditions, and the times of ſome former 
appearances; and tho he thinks the- Ste- 
ry embelliſtid with ſome additional Circum- 


rn 1 + n -- \Y J 2 
— . — —— — 
ae 4 4 k 
*—£ Herod, in Enterpe, b Tacit. Annal. lib. 6. 28. 


1 a ſtances 


Jo” 


The Autiquity of this Notion, as well as its 


— — — — 


P NME FA CES 


ſtances, he ſeems to report it as a Matter 
of Fact, which he thought in the main to * 


true. 


JT H ERE is 1 to doubt bay I 18 
uſual Phænomenon did really happen, which put 
the moſt conſiderable Philoſophers through- |} 


out the Roman Empire upon diſquiſitions of 


this Nature. The time affign'd for this re- 


markable appearance was in the Life of 7a. 
citus himſelf, and but a few Years before C. 
ment wrote the Epiſtle, in which the Hiſtory 
of the Phenix is ſet down. Tis therefore 
pardonable at leaſt in Clement to believe with 
the reſt of the World, what no Man to Cris 
Day can diſprove. | 


WHAT Iwould obſerve from hence is, the 
anfairneſs and diſingenuity of our Author in 
charging this Hiſtory, which may be true for 
ought he knows, as a groſs impoſition upon 
Chriſtians, or as a Lye recerv'd and imnrov d 
by them; altho” Authors of the beſt Credit 
among the Heatbens report it as a Truth. 


general reception, may be collected not on- 
* from: Teroa W who 


| : pu 


PREFACE. 
puts his deſcription of che Phenix into che 
Mouth of Pythagoras. Mela, Seneca ©, 
Pliny d, Solinus e, lian , all. agree with 
the Ai hene People among the Chriſtians, 
to impoſe this Lye upon the World. Theſe 
are none of them lying Fews, nor lying Chri- 
ftians, but Heathens of Credit and Reputati- 
W on. Or if he be ſtill ſuſpicious, let him con- 
ſult the great Oracle of the Infidels, Philo- 
fratus himſelf, who has not advanced one 
fingle fact in the Life of his Heroe, fo well 
ore as this Chriſtian . ee 


HE is kes gd to reckon n Shaw- 
miracles, Tertullian's 5 being boil'd in a Caul- Ace. ofF* 
dron of Oil, and coming out unburt. To 

give no Reaſons for this ſevete cenſure of ſo 
grave an Author as Tertullian is, may ap- 

pear unreaſonable. But he, poor Man, can- 

not give what he never had; and to conſue 

bim to the Rules of Reaſon, would be turn- 

ing a Free-thinker into a e 


HE objects againſt Chriſtians the very for- 
geries 9% have axcerteg, and catches at eve · 


| | b Mel, J. 3. e e Sen. fl Lucil. 
Ep. ay d * 10. 2. e Solin. 46. f AFliav. 5, 
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2 of ſlander, how frivolous ſoever 
it be 


WHATEVER Dzficulties he has nropoſed, 
have been long ago objected in their utmoſt 
Strength; and ſuch Solutions have been given 
as are abundantly ſufficient to an impartial 
Mind. He would, haye acted a much fairer 
part, if inſtead of repeating theſe ſtale Objecti- 
ons, he would have told us wherein he thought 
the common anſwers deficient. Nor would 
it have coſt our Free- thinter much more 
pains, if he has ever conſider'd the Subject 
about which he ſpeaks ſo freely, to have 
been acquainted with the Arguments on both 
ſides, ſince the ſame Authors, generally ſpeak- 
ing, from whom he has glean'd his Col- 
lection of Cavils, would have furniſh'd him 
with Reaſons by no means beneath his no- 
tice. 


HAD he ſincerely enquired after Truth, hg 
would carefully have examin'd the Pretences 
to it; and then, whenever he doubted, or 
whatever he aſſented to, he Would have de 
bated modeſtly, and reaſon'd fairly. Such a 
diſpoſition of Mind deferves the Applauſe, 
and cngages the Eqcouragemetit of all good 

2 þ Men. 


Tenor of his Writi 


PREFACE: 


Men. But as he has managed his preſent 
Undertaking, nothing belongeth to him now 
but ſhame and confuſion of Face. Tis un- 
righteous to accept the Perſon of the Al- 
mighty, or to plead deceitfully for his Ho- 
nour. But to argue unfairly in behalf of ir- 
religion, to defend ſo wretched a Cauſe with 
Cheating and Lies, cannot but raiſe our In- 
dignation to ſuch a degree, as muſt make us 
rejoice, when we come coolly to reflect up- 
on -what has paſs'd, that- we wanted words 
to expreſs our Reſentments. Tis difficult 
to move within the Rules of Decency, when 
we have to do with a publick Enemy. Were 
there any appearance, that he could believe 
his own Abſurdities, or that he had choſen 
to ſide with the Powers of Darkneſs, meer- 
ly becauſe he eſteem' d the Cauſe: of Infidels 
the more reaſonable, he might even then have 
expected to be treated with Tenderneſs: But 
ſo ſettled and inveterate is his hatred to Re- 
ligion ; that tho Truth, as Truth, cannot 


be oppos'd, yet it is manifeſt from the whole 
ngs, that he has an irre- 
concileable Averſion to it for the never fail- 
jng Support it affords to Religion. His own 
Arguments are ſtrong Proofs only of his own 
Folly and Wickedneſs; he glories in his Shame, 


which 


—— 


PREFACE. 
which yet it is neceſſary to expoſe. His aim 
is monſtrous, which however ſhocking, tis 
convenient the Reader ſhould view; andthere- 
fore tis to be hoped will excuſe, how dila- 
greeable ſoever it may prove. Religion is the 
Adoxſier, and Truth the Giant he hopes to 
deſtroy. His Quixotiſin is more extrava- 
gant, than any he deſeribes in hiy Introducti. 
vn 6, and the Execution of his chimerical Pro- 
ject is truly Fauatical He ſeems to be act 
ed by a foreign impulſe to promote a Deſigu 
incompatible with the ſtate of humane Na- 
ture. His Movements are agreeable to the 
Views of a Spirit, who bas cunſider d the 
Chriſtian Religion as an Inſtitution Zke which 
there is ub other in the Earth; and has re- 
folv'd to defiroy it without any other Canſt, 
than that it is the peculiar Care of Providence, 
and ſupported by the Power and Bleſſing of 
Heaven. By going to and pro in the Earth, 
and by walking up and down in it, he has 
diſcover'd the CHALDEANS (as will ap- 
pear hereafter) whom he has divided into 
three Bands to deſtroy the Notions of the 
*Onity of God, and the Expectation of a 
Meſſias. We have therefore danc'd atten- 


—— — — — rr mmm hn 
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dance upon him, in order to point out the 


m icious Errors of this Ignis fatuus, whole 
iS Motions ſeem to be calculated purely for de- 
— luſion, | 
he As 3 4 wandring Fire, © 
to Compact and unctuous Vapour, which the Cold 
2 Condenſes, and the Night environs round, 

2 Kindled thro Agitation to a Flame, 


Which oft, they ſay, ſome Evil Spirit attends, 
Hovering and blazing with deliſcue Light), 
lead th ama d Ng be. wanderer from 
bis way 

ro Boggs and Mires, and * thro Tau. 
or Pool, | 
ere fwallow'd up and loſt; rom Succour far. 
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O give the Reader a true No- 
tion of the Author's Deſign 
in the Di ſcour ſe, IJ have un- 
dertaken to examine, I need 
only tranſcribe the Contents 
from the firſt Part of the 

Grounds and Reaſons of Chriſtianity, where 

the Compiler has expoſed his Intentions un- 

der ſo thin a Diſguiſe, that he has more wiſe- 
ly thought fit to conceal his Name. The 

Contents are as follow. 

1. That Chriſtianity is founded on Juda- 
iſin, or the New Teſtament on the Old. 
2. That the Apoſtles ground and prove 

Chriſtianiry from the Old Teſtament. 

3. That the Old Teſtament is the Can 
of Chriſtians. | 


1 4. That 


[2 ] 

4. That it is a common and neceſſary Me- 
thod for new Revelations to be built and 
grounded on precedent Revelations. 

5. That the chief Proofs of Chriſtianity 
from the Old Teſtament are urged by the 
Apoſtles in the New Teſtament. 

6. Thar if thoſe Proofs arc yalid, Chriſtia- 
nity is invincibly eſtabliſh'd on its true Foun- 
dation. 

7. That if thoſe Proofs are invalid, then is 
Chriſtianity falſe. 

8. That thoſe Proofs are typical or allego- 
rical Proofs, z. e. in his Opinion falſe and 
in valid. 5 ä 

9. The Nature of typical or allegorical 
Proofs and Reaſoning. EM 

N. B. Here he ſets himſelf to ſhew the 
Invalidity of all the Proofs our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles made uſe of to eſtabliſh the 
Chriſtian Religion. OO. 

10. The Nature of allegorical Reaſoning 
farther ſhewn by Application of it to ſeveral 
particular Inſtances cited from the Old and 
urged in the New Teſtament. 

11, An Anſwer to an Objection, That the 
allegorical Reaſonings of the Apoſtles were 
not defign'd for abſolute Proofs of Chriſtia- 
nity, but for Proofs ad hominem, to the 
Jeus, who were accuſtom'd to that way of 
Reaſoning. = | PVT 

This is the Sum and Subſtance of a Dif- 
courſe introduced into the World by an A- 


pology 
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TY 
pology for free Debate and Liberty of Wri- 
ting : Accordingly our Author has uſed the 
utmoſt Liberty in ſpeaking his Mind without 
Reſerve : He has conceal'd his Thoughts 
under no other Mask, than what would moſt 
effectually promote the Contempt of that 
Religion, he intended to deſtroy. Typical 
and Allegorical and Myſtical, do, in his 


Language, ſignify fal/e, ill. grounded and in- 


valid, and were choſen by him not out of 
Modeſty in forbearing to ſpeak plain; but 
out of Inſolence, to inſinuate, that every 
thing myſterious or typical in Religion was 
weak and precarious. His Deſign is open 
and it's no leſs than the entire Over- 
throw of our moſt Holy Religion ; a Deſign 
extravagantly bold and wicked, and ſuch as 


may juſtly alarm every conſidering Perſon. 


Zut he has executed his Deſign in a Manner 


Wo remarkably weak, that they who know 


the Man will think it is doing him roo much 
Honour to take notice of his HMritinge, and 
that Reflections on his Works are the only 
means to make them conſiderable : And 
others, who rightly underſtand the Grounds 
of their Profeſſion, will chuſe to laugh ar 
his feeble Attempts to deſtroy the Work of 
Heaven, and be diſpoſed rather to pity the 
Madman than to cenſure his Crime. But 
there are ſome Authors like Serpents, then 
molt pernicious when leaſt ſuſpected; their 
Srrength is contemptible, and Oëſcurity the 

B 2 only 


(4 ] 
only Shelter for their defenceleſs Heads. But 
their Watehfulne ſe is conſtant, their Ia ſcuu- 
ations ſubtle, and their Venom ſtrong. A. 
gainſt the Enemies of Religion there can be 
no better Security than to walk in the o/d4 
Paths of Truth, and to cheriſh in our ſelves 
that Aver ſion to 9 — Principles, which 
is connatural to every honeſt and good Heart. 
And when ſuch a publick Enemy as is ſhock- 
ing to Humanity ſhall appear ** in our 
May, Juſtice and Charity will direct us to 
admoniſh others of the groveling Miſchief, 
leſt it /p unawares into the Heart of the 
Simple, and there ſhed its deadly Porſon. 
It will not be amiſs therefore ro point out 
the Malignity as well as the Weakneſs of 
this Author; who, I am afraid, will be found, 
upon Examination, to be an Enemy to all 
Religion in general, and conſequently a com- 
mon Enemy to Mankind, 

The Argument of the whole Book is this: 

Chriſtianity is falſe becauſe its Proofs are 
invalid; and its Proofs are invalid becauſe 
they are all typical or allegorical. 

Both theſe Reaſons: are falſe, for a Propo- 
ſition is not therefore ' neceſſarily falſe be- 
cauſe it is not or cannot be proyed ro be 
true. An inconcluſive Argument ſurely can- 
not conclude againſt, any more than ir can 
conclude for a thing, and the want of Proofs 
is no Proof of the want of Truth: We 
may be doubtful and uncertain, but the Na- 

ture 


E.431 
ture and Relation of things is always the 
ſame, whether we underſtand them or not: 
However, we will grant, tho” not for the 
Reaſon which this Author has aſſign'd, that 
our Religion is falſe, if its Proofs ate in- 
valid. He labours much to ſhew that Types 
and Allegories are iticoncluſive : That ſecon- 
dary, ſpiritual, myſtical Interpretations of 
Prophecies ate all fanciful and ill-grounded. 
Here he moſt unmercifully triumphs and 
blindly runs riot from one end of his Book 
to the other, forgetting that we have other 
Arguments that are not typical, and can 
produce * Reaſons than the Adver- 
fary can gainſay or. reſiſt. If therefore we 
can ſhew that all the Proofs of Chriſtianity 
are not typical, but that there are ſome of 
a different kind; and thoſe valid too, we 
WS ſhall at once demoliſh this redoubted Per- 
W formance, and ſhall be then more at leiſure 
to take a View of the Buffoonry, the Blunders, 
and the Blaſphemies of this impertinent Infidel. 
Now, our Saviour ſo often appeals to the 
Miracles he wrought, as ſufficient Evidences 
of his Miſſion and Authority, 7h v. 36. 
x. 38, 25. He ſo often upbraids the Cities 
wherein his mighty Works were done, and 
laments their blindneſs and hardneſs of 
Heart, that they were become inexcuſable, 
and Blaſphemers againſt the Holy Ghoſt, in 
that they had ſeen ſuch Miracles as never 
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Man had wrought, and yet rejected him, 
and aſcribed them to the Devil. 17211 

Our Saviour, I ſay, ſo oſten produces his 
Works as direct Proofs of his Authority, 
that we cannot but eſteem them as a proper 
Foundation of our Faith. We will therefore 
venture to examine how ſtrong this Foun- 
dation is in it ſelf, and how far the Author 


has been able to weaken it by his Objec- 
tions. 9 1 


MIRACLES, 
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MIRACLES. 


I Y a Miracle, J mean ſuch an unuſual 
3 B Effect, as does either in it ſelf or in 
its Circumſtances differ from thoſe 
W uniform Rules, which GOD is pleas'd to 
W obſerve in governing the viſhle World. | 
= A thing is not therefore miraculous mere- 
ly becauſe it is unuſual, but becauſe it va- 
ries from the ordinary courſe of Nature, 
which is the common method of Providence. 
A Total Eclipſes of the Sun and uncommon 
Conjunctions of the Planets, and the various 
W Appearances of Comets, how wonderful ſo- 
ever they may be thought by the Vulgar, 
and how rarely ſoever they may happen, 
ought not to 4 eſteem'd miraculous; nor 
would they ever have been reckon'd more 
vortentous or prodigious than the riſing or 
the ſetting of the Sun, had the ſettled Laws 
of their Motions been as well diſcover'd, as 
they might have been, by proper Obſerva- 
tions. Moſt of theſe Phenomena are as cer- 
tainly foreſeen, as the Succeſſions of Da 
and Night, and the various Seaſons of the 
Year: And the Revolutions of the a 
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[8] 
ſo far as they have fallen under the Obſerya- 
tions of Sir I/aac Newton, are found to be 
directed according to the fame Laws of Ma- 
tion, which obtain amongſt all the known Bo- 
dies of the Univerſe. | 

Nor are the more ſurprizing Appearances 
of our Air immediately to be concluded omi- 
nous, becauſe they are both unuſual and un- 

Fiery Meteors, and Northern 
Lights, Storms and Tempeſts, and mighty 
Hurricanes, that have ſometimes happen'd 
in an extraordinary Manner, cannot indeed 
be accounted for by any Laws of Mecha- 
ui ſin: But neither ſo can the moſt, ordinary 
Effects produced in the Air be explain'd : 
They can neither be foreſeen, nor when they 
happen, are their Cauſes known. The Ap- 
pearances of Lightning and Falling- Stars, and 
eyen of Light itſelf, continue in a great Mea- 
ſure inexplicable; and notwithſtanding the 
many Hypotheſes, that have been fram'd ro 
ſolye the Difficulties about the Winds, we 
may {till venture to believe him that hath 
laid of every Wind that bloweth, that 7% 
thou heareſt the Sound thereof, thou canſt — 
tell whence it cometh, nor whither it goeth, 
John iii. 8. £13 10 

The Air is inviſible, and its Properties 
immechanical, and it is directed by other 
Laws than thoſe of the viſhle Parts of the 
Creation; which Laws being entirely un- 
known to us, it is no Wonder they deal 
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produce Effects equally unknown and furpr- 
zing. Whatever therefore happens in ſuch au 
inviſible, unknown Fluid; cannot be ſhewn to 
be contrary to the common Method of Pro- 
videnee in the Regions of the Air; how: ex- 
traordinary ſoever it may be, till the Laws; to 
which the Air is ſubject, ſhall be diſcovered; 


and found inconſiſtent with ſuch uncommon 
WW Appearances: But as thoſe Laws neyer were; 


and probably never will be known to Fleſti 
ought by us to be recei- 
ved as a Miracle; but what is evzdently cofi- 


ttary to the known Laws of Nature, either 
in its ſelf, or in its Circumſtances. Thus fot 


Inſtance, that the Sun's Light ſhotu d be in- 
by the New Moon ſome few M- 
nutes is natural, and neceſſarily reſults fro 
their different Motions: But that the ſatne 


n ſhould be eclips d, when the Moon is ful, 


s it was during our 'Saviour's Crucifixion; 


chat he ſhould withdraw his Light at Noön- 
Day, and ſpread a Darkneſs over the Eafth 


for three Hours together, is both in its ſelf 


and — miraculous and ſupernatu- 
5 ; ral. #147 Vi , . | 281 


- For a Man to walk upon the Water is iti it 
ſelf miraculous, becauſe contraf̃y to the Prin- 
eiple of Gravitation; and to raiſe a Carcaſe 
cortupted in the Grave to Life again, is abo d 
the Power ef humane Nature at leaſt, if it 
does not exceed the Strength of all created 
Beings. To heal the Sick; or to ſpeak ſevefal 
8 2 | E Langtiages 
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Languages, may be learnt by Art and Induſ- 
try; but to cure a chronical Diſtemper by a | 
Touch, by the ſpeaking ofa Word, in a Mo- 
ment; to be taught all the unknown La 

ges in the known Parts of the Word, in an 
Inſtant, is utterly unaccountable from #arn- 
ral Cauſes. 

From this Notion of a Miracle, we may be 
able to judge how far the Power of working 
Miracles is an Evidence of the Veracity of ³ 
any Perſon endu'd with that Power, or of 
the Truth of his Doctrine. 

A Man that works Miracles muſt be aſſiſt- 
ed by ſome Power more than human. In the 
viſible World there are none greater than Man; 
it muſt be therefore ſome inviſiblè intelligent 
Agent, ſome Hyirit, that is preſent with him, 
and aſſiſts him. If the Man produces any 
Miracle as a Proof of his Veracity, it is a 
certain Sign, that it is agreeable to the Mind 
of that Spirit, that the Man ſhould be belie- 
ved. But whether that Spirit be a Spirit of 
Truth, or a Spirit of Error; whether he be 
an Angel or a Devil, cannot be known from 
the Nature of the Miracle, but from the 
Tendency of the Doctrine deſigned to be 
proved: For the Inviſibility of evil Spirits 
will enable them to do ſuch Things by their 
natural Power, how ſmall ſoever it be, as 
would be really miraculous to us; and that 
they have been actually permitted to exert 
that Power in Confirmation of falſe Doc- 


trines, 


[ xx |] 


trines, is evident from ſeveral Inſtances re- 
corded in Scripture: For, ſetting aſide the 
peculiar Authority of the ſacred Writings, 
I beg leave to ſuppoſe them true Hiſtoriec, 
till they can be convicted of Forgery ; which 
I do not know has yet been attempred. Thus 
the Egyptian Magicians, thus Elymas and 
Limon Magus wrought true Miracles, tho 
Arhey were confuted upon the Spot, and pu- 
riſhed by a ſuperior Power. Thus Mo/es, 
Deut. xiii. 1. ſuppoſes that falſe Prophets 
may work true Miracles; and our Saviour 
Wforewarns his Diſciples of falſe Chriſts, and 
falſe Prophets, which ſhould ariſe, and ſhew 
ſuch Signs and Wonders, as wou'd be ſuffici- 
Went, if poſſible, to deceive the very Elect; 
Hat our Saviour inſinuates at the ſame Time, 
bat tho' the Impoſtors exerted their utmoſt 
trength; yet if the Chriſtians, who were en- 
ued with Power to detect them, were ſuffi- 
3 ciently upon their Guard, it would be moral» 
y impoſſible to be deceiv'd, Mar. xxiv. 24. 


ark xiii. 

For the Nature of the Spirit, that works 
he Miracle, is as certainly to be diſcover'd 
by the DoQtines adyanc'd, as a Tree is known 
by its Fruits. A good Spirit cannot autho- 
rize evil Principles, neither can an evil Spi- 
rit countenance good Actions, If the Doc- 
trine tends to Godlineſs, rhe Miracle wrought 
in its Fayour is to be acknowledged as Di- 
vine; if the Doctrine tends to Evil, the Won- 
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[ 22 ] 
der muſt be look'd upon as diabolical: For 
that which is abſurd or immoral, EN F 
of being ſupported by any Argument, Teſti- 
mony, or Miracle whatſoever. The Diffa- 
rence between Good and Evil may be as in- 
fallibly known as any Propoſition in Euclid; 
and it can never be reaſonable to admit that 
which is evidently unreaſonable. . But ſuppo- Wl 
ſing the Doctrine po//ible to be proved, ſup» 
poſing it capable of admitting the divine Te- 
ſtimony; if it be ſuch as right Reaſon alone 
cannot pronounce to be either true or falſe; 
5 it cannot be ſhew'd to be inconſiſtent with 8 

iety or Charity, it ought to be received as 

Revelation from Heaven, confirm'd by the 
F inger of God. For whether the Miracle-be 
wrought by God himſelf immediately, or by 
the Mediation of Angels commiſſioned by him, 
the Teſtimony is equally certain, and the 
Doctrine infallibly true. 
Nov the Doctrines of the Chriſtian Reli ; 
gion receive the utmoſt Confirmation, that 
can be given by Miracles. The myſterious 
Branches of our Religion, thofe Articles of 
gur Faith, which we could never have known 
without a divine Revelation, are none of 
them unworthy: of God, nor inconſiſtent 
with our Notions of him: How much ſoe- 
yer they exceed our Comprehenſion, they are 
not in the leaſt contrary to Reaſon, nor do 
they lead directly or indirectly to any evil 
Practices. They conſequentiy may be 15. 
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and if they may be ſo, for ought we know; 
any Miracle that will prove them to be fat 
libly ſo, will prove them to be divine Re- 

ve lat ions. 5 ä D © ‚ | 
Theſe myſterious Truths are capable of 
being proved by Miracles, but capable of be- 
ing proved by nothing elſe; ſo that they can- 
Noot be acknowledged as true, unleſs their 
Divinity be atteſted by Miracles at the ſame 
e. ime: And therefore how incomprehenſible 
ever they may be, how much ſoever they 
Wnay exceed our very narrow Capacities, what 
ifficulties ſoever may be ſtarted about them 
J by metaphyſical Prerenders; the Doctrine 
Wappcars to be then more eſpecially dignus 
f windice nodus, it is more reaſonable to ex- 
ect a Miracle, and more ſeaſonable for the 
WDivinity to interpoſe, when thole-Tidings of 
eace and Salvation could never hade been 
Known by the the cammon Methods of Pra- 
idence. | Saw 22203 bus rig) 
= As theſe Revelations are capable of no o- 
her Proof, ſo they alone require it; the mo- 
fg Precepts of the Goſpel being infallibly 
rue and certain, from the Evidence of right 
Reaſon. Tho? here too Miracles are a ſecure 
Foundation for the Faith of thoſe Whoſe Un- 
derſtandings are not ſufficiently exercis'd' to 
diſcern the Difference between Good and 
Evil; and ſo they may ſafely believe, tilt with 
il others they come to 4now the Obligations of 
| WE Morality. | | 2 
7 . The 
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whatever our own right Reaſon does not dif- 
cover to be abſurd, may be prov'd by Mira- 
cles; and when it is ſo prov'd, muſt be em- 
braced and believed as a Doctrine from Hea- 
ven. Butthe N Revelation is not on- 


ly paſſibly true, 


Myſteries of Godlineſs were revealed only 
to promote the Practice of Righteouſneſs, to 
enforce Obedience to the Laws of Reaſon, 
by the moſt powerful Motives of Perſuaſion, 
ſo worthy of God, and ſo acceptable; its 
miraculous Proofs muſt appear, if poſſible, 


ſtill more convincing. 


It only remains to be obſerved that Mira- 
cles were wrought by our Saviour and his 
Apoſtles in Confirmation of our moſt holy 
Faith; and theſe were ſo many, ſo powerful, 
ſo evident and undeniable, that the greateſt 
Enemies of Chriſtianity never deny'd the 


Facts. Thus the chief Prieſts and Phariſees | f 


confeſs, ohn xi. 47, 48. This Man doth ma- 
ny Miracles; if we let him thus alone, all 
Men will believe on him. They had reſol- 
ved to reject him, and therefore aſcribed his 
Miracles to the Power of the Devil. This 
Objection he unanſwerably refutes, and ap- 
peals to his Miracles as an undoubted Proof 
that he was the Meſſiah promis d to the Jews, 


Matth, 


2 
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The Argument from Miracles, in ſhort, is f 7 


this: Whatever is not impoſſible to be true, 


ut probably likewiſe, and 
agreeable to our natural Reaſon, when once 
diſcover'd. And if we conſider that the 


— — — 


Coed]. 

of all the Kingdoms of the Earth, and be able 
to conquer the Prejudices of Mankind to fuck | 

a Degree, as to make them renounce their | 

Religions, their Properties, their Liberties, 
and their Lives, for a new unheard of Doc- 
trine, entirely oppoſite to their Intereſts and 
Inclinations. That theſe unaccountable pow- 
erful Perſons, who call'd themſelves the A 
poſtles and Witneſſes of Jeſus Chriſt, ſnou d, 
in order to * what they knew to be 
all a Cheat of their own Contrivance, live in 
the midſt of Poverty and Ignominy, under- 
go the greateſt Hardſhips and Afflictions, ſuf- 
fer the moſt exquiſite Tortures, and chuſe to 
die by the moſt horrible Executions, rather 
than confeſs they had born Witneſs to a Lie, 
that, Sc. Sc. Sc. That the Hiſtories of 
theſe Things, tho' diffuſed amongſt all Na- 
tions, tranſlated into all Languages, and fre- 
quently cited by Authors of all Ages and all 
Diſtinctions, are notwithſtanding the Forge- 
ties of more modern Times, _ the Contri⸗ 
vances of ignorant Monks, Se. 
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2 anſwer d. 


D Rocecd we now to, confider what our 
| Author has objected in Chep. 7. againſt 
Miracles, He tells us, that Miracles ſaid to 
e wrought by Jeſus and his Apoſtles, in Be- 
Hof Chriſtianity, avail nothing. His 
Wealon is, becauſe they can never render 4 
WF oundation valid, which is in itſelf invalid, 
never make a falſe Inference true, cat 
over mark out a Meſſias, or à Jeſus for the 
an, if both are not mark'd out in the 
Testament. e ee 
He has indeed collected many Things for 
oofs which are no Proofs, he has ſuppoſed 
Foundation manifeſtly. falſe, and then al- 
Jes us that this is the Foundation on which 
ſus and his Apoſtles built their Doctrine. 
is Proofs are confeſſedly ſuch as no Mira- 
Nees can Eſtabliſh, his Inferences ſo evidently 
, that it is impoſſible they ſhould be true; 
ad if Chriſtianity has no other Arguments 
o proguce than he bas aſſigued it, its Foun- 
ation can never be juſt: Bae tho' Miracles 
anet- confirm an inconcluſive Argument, 
N D yer 


[ 18 
vet they may in themſelves be an unanſwer. 
able Proof of what they are produc'd to at- 
teſt. If it be granted that the Chriſtian Re. 
lig on can poſſibly be true, no other Condi. il 
tion is requiſite to make the Miracles wrought 
in its Fayour, an infallible Ground of Aſſent. 
Here we may hold; whatever becomes of 
other Arguments, this we may depend upon; 
no Evaſions can elude, no Objections deſtroy 
its Force. - = 

This therefore he cannot grant; he muſt 
not acknowledge that Chriſtianity can poſ/ebly 
be true, and therefore he endeavours to prove 
it actually falſe, by hinting that 7eſus did 
neither fulfil the Prophecies, nor anſwer the 
Marks of the Meſſias, but that the Old Teſta- 
ment was impertinently alledged to ſupport 
the Pretences of Jeſus and his Apoſites, and 
that the Miracles ſaid to be wrought by Wl 
them, may therefore be juſily deem d falſe i 
Reports. It is therefore incumbent upon i 
us to prove, that the Characters of the Me 
as were all conſpicuous in our Saviour, and 
that the Predictions of the Prophets were re- 
markably fulfill'd in him; that is, in other 
Words, we are to demonſtrate what the A- 
poſtles and Fathers of the Church, and the 
Chriſtians in ſucceeding Ages, have ſo often 
and fo exactly done already, viz. that Jeſus 


is Chriſt. I will juſt mention the moſt re- 
markable of them. | 
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6 0 2 HE moſt diſtinguiſhing Characters of 
muſt the Meſſias do all centre in our Jeſus. 
ſſebly The Meſſias was to be born of the Seed 
Trove of David, and in the Town of Bethlehem, 
s did according to the Expectations of the Jetos, 
r the John vii. 42. and the Predictions of the Pro- 
"eſta- WW: phets, Mic. v. 2. n 
port The Time of his Birth was limited by 7a- 
„ and cob to be before the Sceptre ſhould depart 
t by from Judah; and by the Prophet Daniel to 
falſe ¶ be within 490 Years after the building of the 
upon {ſecond Temple, Dan. ix. 25. That he ſhou'd 
Meſ. come while the ſecond Temple was ſtanding, 
„ and is foretold by Haggai and Malachi; that he 
re re · ¶ ſhou'd converſe in Galilee, and there do 
other many wonderful Works, is propheſy'd-by 
1e A- 5 ix. I. xlii. 7. XXXV. 5, 6. that notwith- 
d the fianding he ſhou'd be deſpiſed and rejected, 
often WF be pur to Death not for his own Sins, and 
Jeſus "ms he be numbred among Tranſgreſſors, 1/2. 
ſt re- Hi. liii. That to him ſhou'd the gathering of 


the People be; that he ſhould make the Hea- 
thens forſake their Idolatry, and deſtroy their 
Idols. Theſe and many more were ſo ro- 

D 2 markably 


20 
markably true of our 7eſ#s, and fulfill d by 
him againſt ſo many Probabilities to the con- 
trary, as ſhews a providential Diſpoſition of 
Affairs. 5 3 * 

Theſe were ſuch Circumſtances, as no falſe 
Prophet either could or would: connterfeit. 
The Time and Place of his Birth, with the 
particular Deſignation of his Parentage, did 
neceſſarily exclude moſt, if not all others that 
could pretend to be the Meffas; none but a 
Jeu, of the Houle of David, now almoſt 
extinct, born preciſely at this Time, in this 
Place, could with any Appearance of Reaſon, 
profeſs himſelf to be the Chrift-of Gl. 

His Actions, his Miracles, and above all, 
that great Miracle of his own Refurrection 
from the Dead, were all foretold, and could 
never have been executed by any falſe Pre- 
tender. | 4257 : 

And his Suferings were to be ſuch as no 
Impoſtor would lay claim to, Deceivers will 
not make themſelues of no Reputation,. they 
will not chuſe to be Men of Sorrows and ac- 
quainted with Grief, they will not lay down 
their Lives for the Good of Mankind, nor 
venture to he crucify'd, in Hopes of being 
raiſed again the third Day. And yet who- 
ever would demonſtrate himſelf. to be the 
Chriſt, muſt be what our Saviour was, muſt 
do and ſuffer what Feſ@s die. 

However it is objected by our Author, 
Pag. 33. that Jeſus had not all the Marks " 
| | T 
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the Meſſiac, ſince he was not @ real or tem- 
dora! Deliuerer, as the Jews expected he 
ſhould be. Dan + | 


Here it may be convenient to remember 


alſe Wl that our Saviour's caſting out Devils, and his 
(cif own Reſurrection from the Dead, were 


stronger Proofs of his Miſſion and his Doc- 
Wrrioe, than any poſſible Objection to the 
þ 1 ontrary. No Miracles were ever ſo great, 
o Prophecics ſo ſurely affirm'd, as was our 
Waviour's Divinity. hen we reflect that 
od raiſed him according to his own Predic- 
on, and in Confirmation of his Pretences; 
Nee may be ſure that Heaven and Earth ſhall 
Wooner paſs away, than that a Tittle of his 
WV ords thou'd fail; that it is as impoſſible for 
% to. have been a Deceiver, as it is for 
ee God of Truth to be the Author of a Lie, 
Tis a Contradiction after this, to ſuppoſe 
at Chriſt taught any thing, that was falſe; 
r claimed any Authority, that was not due 
bim. Whatever ſpecious Appearances may 
iſe ro the contrary, how great, how many 
ever they be, they can be of no Credit, of 
Force againſt the infallible Signs of Truth 
be found in the Bleſſed Fefus. 
I our Author, or the Fews his Compa- 
ions, could demonſtrate that the goodly 
Wellowſhip of the Prophets did all contpire to 
Neſtroy our moſt excellent Religion, it would 
e the Duty of a reaſonable Man to believe 
gat the Prophets were deluded by ſome ly: 


ing 


* 


1 
449 
In 


Will 


was never ſhewn by ſuch undeniable Evt- 


| tudes that were preſent heard; but they ſought 


E 
ing Spirit, rather than reject the Chriſtian 
Faith; ſince the Inſpiration of the Prophets 


dence, as was the Miſſion of our Saviour 
roved to be the Son of God with Power, 
by the Reſurrection from the Dead. 

And if the Authority of the Prophets be 
not equal to our Author's Cauſe, much leſs 
will the e ee. of their Prophe - 
cies prevail; and the perverſe Miſtakes of 
the blind er. ews, Will be more 
vain and frivolous ſtill. mum an 

The Fews acknowledg'd John to be truly 
a Prophet. To his Teſtimony that Feſus was 
the Lamb of God, that taketh away the Sins 
of the World, the Son of God, that bap- 
tigeth with the Holy Ghoſt, our Saviour 
therefore very pertinently appeals. This was 
to the Jews an unexceptionable Witneſs; but 
he tells them the Miracles which he wrought, 
did more evidently bear witneſs that the Fa- 
ther had ſent him. He appeals to the Voice 
from Heaven at his Baptiſm, which Multi- 
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to kill him, becauſe he had done Miracles on | 
the Sabbath Day, John v. 16. They ac- 
knowledged his Miracles, and for that Rea- 
ſon would have made him their King; but 
becauſe he refuſed ſuch a Kingdom as they 
would have given, they conſpire his Death, 
leſt the Romans ſhould come and take away 
both their Place and Nation. A poor pretence i 
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for the Execution of their diſappointed Ma- 
lice. Convinced that he was the Meſſias, by 
the many wonderful Works which he wroughr, 
they would have forced their Kingdom upon 
him; but he declining all temporal Pomp and 
Grandeur, they accuſe him of their own Se- 
dition; and tho' they had lately ſaluted him 


be with Ho/annas to the Son of David, they 
eſs Nearneſtly contend that he may be crucify'd 
ic: out of an hypocritical Loyalty to Cz/ar. 
of WWMThey crucify him as one that pretended to 


de the King of the Jews, and reject him on- 
Wy for not complying with their miſtaken 


WIN otions of Honour. They had without Rea- 
as ſon laid it down as a thing eſſential to the 
ns Meſſias, to make the Jews Maſters. of the 
2p. whole World, and therefore they concluded 
Dur We very thing, that claſh'd with this darling No- 
vas ion, to be certainly falſe. Accordingly upon 
dar ll occaſions, being guided by this Principle, 
hr, we find them oppoſing Chriſt and his Dilci- 
2. WEplcs in the moſt unreaſonable manner: If out 
ice Saviour condeſcends to reaſon with them, 
Iti- heir common anſwer is, Thou haſt a Devil. 
he f he performs miraculous Cures on the Sab- 
on Path Day, they conclude him a Sinner, and 


'A aſcribe all his Miracles to the Power of the 
Devil. If he declares himſelf the Meſſer, 


hut they caſ Stones at him. When the Officers 
ey who were ſent to apprehend him, return 
th, without executing their Commiſſion ſo muck 


againſt Conſcience, the Phariſees think the 


Example 
I 


„ 
<a of the Rulers a juſt Reaſon for ras 
elief. : dry TL ORR 
When Nicodemuc, againſt their murderous 
Deſigns, pleads only that Jeſus may have a 
legal hearing; he is ſuſpected ro be a Chriſti. 
an, and reproach'd with opprobrious Lan- 
uage, John vii. 50, 51. The Man that was 
PIR Blind, when he had recover'd his Sight, 
very juſtly concluded, that if Feſus had not 
been of God, he could not have done that, 
which had neyer been heard of before ſince 
the World began. What do they offer in an- 
ſwer to this Argument? The ſame violent 
Proceedings they always made uſe of. Thou 
waſt altogether born in Sins, and doſfi thou 
teach us? And they caſt him out, fobn ix. 34. 
When he had raisd Lazarus from the dead, 
they thought nothing but his own Death could 
deſtroy his Credit, but they confulted to put 
Lazarus al/o to Death, becauſe that by rea- 
fon of him many of the Jews went away and 
believed on Jeſus. Their menacing Pzlate 
to condemn him, their bribing the Soldiers to 
deny his Reſurrection, their perſecuting his 
Diſciples, tho' they confirm'd the truth of 
their Doctrine by beneficial Miracles, are fla- 

ant inſtances of their unreaſonableneſs. When 

tephen was making his Defence, they cry/d 
with a loud Voice, and ſtopped their Ears, 
and ran upon him with one accord, and caſt 
him out of the City and ſtoned him, Ach, vii. 
St. Paul likewiſe had been uſed in the ſame 
manner 
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un · Whnanner; had he not been protected by the No. 
1 an Soldier; and even then, while they liſten · 
ons Nd to the Narration of his wonderful Conver- 


ion, he had no n Com- 
aiſſion to preach the Goſpel to the Genriler, 
hom the Fews deſpis d: but they Ait up 
heir Voices, and ſdid, away with ſuch a 
ellow from the Earth; for it is not fit that 
e ſhould live. And their Actions were ſuita- 


re a 


J le to their mad Speeches, for as they cryd 
, they caſt off their Chthes, and threu 
ft into the Air, Acts xxii. 22, 23. Theſe 


e but a few Inſtances of many more, that 
Wight be collected out of the ſacred Writings, 
the Perjuries, Conſpiracies, Murthers, Per- 
Wcutions, and other abominable Methods, 


- 5 hich the unbelieving Jews; blind with Rage, 
4 d mad with Party, did ſo obſtinately pur- 
„, in order to ſtifle the Evidences of that 

7A ruth, which they were not able to confute. 

and Vet thele are the noble Patterns, our Free- 
ts inter has thought fit to copy after; theſe 

3 tO 


e clcar-ſighted Guides, our jadicious Author 


his moſt religiouſly follow'd. Who knows 
of he might have been almoſt a Chriſtian, 

fla- not theſe diſcerning Iufidels ſo ſagaciouſſy 

hen tected the Cheat? their early diſcoye-- 

5 2 prevented his Miſtake Men 

ars, f common Senſe, and common Honeſty, may 
-aft WFalily conclude, that the Jeuiſh Objections 
I ' e antiquared Tales, and a proper Preface to - 
me heir Talmud; that Old Truth has been long 
ner 1 ago 


[26] 
ago too hard for: Old Stories, Which muſt 
now be ſuperannuated and beneath our Nov 
tice. But our very ctraordinany Author Has 
wiſely conſider d, chat che Latleners of Mat: 
ter of Fact may, hto length of time, be 
much impair d: that Age may produce Obſcu- 
rity, which may beget Uncertainty, and that 
be eſteem d a Mark, of Falſhood; that there 
fore thoſe Arguments, which in che Hands of 
Celſus, Porphyry, or Julian, were but focble ll 
Inſtruments, , may prove to be» dead: daing Wi 
Weapons, when wielded by a. Madern Ad- 
verſary. And it will be ackuowledg'd by ail 
reaſonable Obſer vers, that the ieſolved Inſi- 
del, that can make uſe of them, is not to be 
convinced by any impreſſions of Truth or 
Reaſon. He is out of reach, there's no hopes 
of making him fee/! our Streugth; we have 
nothing to do bye: to guard pt tis, aff ens 
ſiue Engines. nich G 

To proceed * nter his Ohe dens 
againſt Miracles he ſays, that t baß 
2 Jews who! expeFed A Meſſias, un Dell 
uerer, (for all the Jews did not in de S. 
zious n time, an 2 nut bafure thei 
2 ever a redi ur temporal 
liuerer. 12 21901 108 > 36 2 ©#j1 bo — h #6 
That there was = general of 1 
the Meſias at our Saviour 8. time; appeam Will 
m p Seen, et Jhabn: of * an 
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[7 ] 
to all that \looked for iredemprion- Jenn 
lem, from the Woman of Samar ia, d from the 
Meſſage of the Prieſts aud Levitas to John the 
Baptiſt, and from chegreat number of ſmpoſtors 
appearing at chat time, as may he leaznt, from 
the Atts of dhe — a 21 of 


een, 


6 


any more ch. 01 can tell — reaſon. iti 


ſuppoſed they did not. But per hani none, o 
them expected him before the Captiuity, and 


perhaps they did. The om the Naſt 

and the m determigate about 

rare thoſe of Daniel, Haggai, Zecharighnand 
Aalacbi, who wrote in and after, the Capti- 
vity; and therefore the 7ews could not have 
ſo full Expectations of a ——— as th ey 
had —.— But if Abr alm rgjoiced in 
i the propett of the Days of Chriſt, no doubt 
but other Holy Men — for che Conſola- 
Lion of Lal, many Prophets and Kings.de- 
ſited: to-ſee thoſe things which the; Apoſtles 
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las! \ ms /tho! they did not ſee them. But to what 
. purpoſe is this. obſerv d? Does it invalidate 
— 1 the Truth of Miracles I Suppoſe the Maſſiar 


had not been promis d, wllat then ? Maſer 
Fas not expected before he came; had he 
therefor -when he came: What 


e:tzo-Auy 
if they did not underſtand the Prophecies, 
does it follow chere ete none, or that they 
T 
= ene ib, 15.10 en F, l. wit, 56. 
A [38199 22 E 2 uy © could 
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[ 28 ] 
could not be fulfill'd, or that the Apoſtles 
could know and do no more than the Idola- 
trous Jews, before the Captivity, expected? 
Or -l know not what to gueſs. Some ill 
meaning is certainly couch'd in this place, but 
the difficulty is to find any meaning at all. 
Vet to our great good luck he has ſpoke more 
openly in another place, which, -tho? it be 
pretty long, I am ſure the Reader will excuſe 
my tranſcribing, it being fraught wich en 
* 8 Graces peculiar to our Author. 

Pg. 139. © There ſeems alſo to be ano- 

« cher, and that no inconfiderable Source of 
c Alrerations, tho' not before -obſerved; as 1 
4 know'of, by any body in the Books of the 
«OW Teſtament, which the Reader: muſt 
ec bear iti Mind, were, by the Confeſſion of 
« ally conſiderably alter d by Eſarar, ot 
4 ſomebody elſe, aſter che 05 ptivity. It is 
ce to be obſerved,” that the Je who were 
« greatly departed from the La of Moſes, 

« and eſpecially from the Doctrine of "the 
4 Unity of God, went Zdolaters into Capti- 
« yity; chat they went into Chalden, a'Coun: 
« try where one God had from remote Anti- 
1 been believed and worſhippedy that 

e religious Books of that Nation give a 

4 Relatiet of Matters from the n to 
« the Time of Abraham; ſo litilè diſſerent 
from that contain d iti the Pentatruch. that 
Cone of the Accounts mult in- all Probability 
« be borrow'd an, * other. 2 1 
nod A 


—— 


[29] 
« cular Care was taken among the Chaldeer, 
« to inſtruct the Fews/h Youth of Quality 
4 and Parts, in the Chaldean Diſcipline and 
Learning; that the Jews came out at dif- 
« ferent Times from Chaldea, ſuch firm Be- 
« lievers and Worſhippers of ane Gad; and 
« that under the high Patronage and Pro- 
(tection of the Kings of Chaldea, ordain- 
ing ſuch Belief and Worſhip among them, 
that they have continued in that Belief 
and Worſhip ever ſince. That it ſeems 
more natural for a Body of Slaves and Cap- 
tives to be form'd by their Maſters and 
Conquerors, than that the Conquerors 
ſhou'd be form'd by them; and that the 
Slave ſhou'd rather receive Hiſtories and 
= Antiquities from the Maſter, than the 
= Maſter from the Slave: That particularly 
tit ſeems improbable, that the ewe, who 
changed their own idolatrous Notions and 
Practices for thoſe of the Chaldearns, ſhauld 
have ſo much Credit with the Chaldeans, 
as to introduce new Hiſtory and Antiquities 
among them: And that it ſeems more pro-— 
bable, that the Jeu, who became com- 
pleat Converts to the Notion of God re- 
ceivd among the -Chaldeaxs, and were in 
many Reſpects form d aud diſciplin d by 
4 them, ſhou'd receive their Hiſtory and An- 
4 tiquities from the Chaldeans; who were an 
c ancient, poli- e, and learned People, and 
| «muſt have ſame hiſtorical Scheme of 
<. Things going among them, which they 
« received 


Fits 
1 


vincible by the moſt undiſputod Matters of 


30 

& received not only as Truths, but as reli- 
4 gious Truths. From all which (as well as 
from many other Conſiderations, which F 
* now omit): it ſhou'd ſeem very probable 
< that the Jetiſb Books, which were new 
formed); -alter'd, and publiſſid after the 
Cbaldean, or Babylonian; or Perſian Capo 
* tivity (call it as you pleaſe) might alſo re- 
4 ceive Chaldean Alterations, no leſt than 
* thoſe other undi Alterations.” . 
Here our Author appears in Perfection} 
here he has difplay'd the Learning and Sa 
gacity of a'Free-thinker. Here he has ſhowny 
that his honeſt Zeal againſt Religion, is # 
Match for the greateſt Abſurdities, and in? 


Fact. Wouidſ you know: the Reaſon, hy 
the eur, who were ſo pronevto Jdolakry 
before the Baby louiſh Captivityzi have bee 
10 ſteadily fixd againſt it ever ſiuce 2 He 
wü tell you, they chang d rhrir o ih. 
trous Notwons and Practices fun uboſe of the 
Chaldeans, amongſt whom one G’ had from 
Fe Antiquity _ — — — : 

> Sueprizing Dilcovery f Now Bel 
sw and Nele f — vital 
lens is fallen, and all the Grauen Iniager of 
her Gods he hath broken to the Ground, /. 
Xi. 9. xlvi r. That Babylon, the Originat 
and Source of Tuolutry; that the Chuldrer Wil 
who were Idolaters in the Time of Tg 
(fee Joshua xxiv. 2. Gem xi 3 r. HAnj² m 
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31 
whom the Worſhip of the Planets, and their 


es, ſpreadto the E N CGrectant, aud 
the Romans; that theſe thould he deſcrib d as 


Worſhippers of one God from remote Antiqui- 
ty, is indictkuum are alio, is fach a 

as could proceed from nothing but the Mouth 
of ſuch a Free- Speaker. n 
this is ſtil} more dee ee he uotes — 
eeral Books about the Perſian Rel; 

prove the Chaideans Worſhippers. of ne Cots 
| the reſt he cites ©redeaux's Cat 


- 
1179 ans 


ection, Vol. I. very, gravely, for this ut 
nown Piece of Hiſtory. One would think 
Man that had ever looked into that excel . 
t Performance, ſhould:be! incapable of ac 
3 — ſo groſs a Falſhood, much Wy of 
ming him as a Witneſs, who mull; as ſoon 
f ; confronted; convict him bath of 
ace and Impudence. The worthy Dean 
es a very different Anſwet to tlie Quetbe | 
Were propoted >| He fays che Neaſon why the 
rw have ever ſince which 
pon all 'Occafrons they wert ſo ready to 
% 0 hip before the Captivity, u ear va 
bar they bad the Law andthe 

n Week: conſtantly rudi Tu them after 
7 . Caprevity, bie they had nop lefare,. 


chat before che ER havin 
; « og bereue — 


pong —_— and. bee 333 in a manner 
Poor 5 forgotten. But after that Captivity, 


Ha: 


. 

Synagogues being erected, to which wo 
V for public Worſhip, an 
where th had" the Law and the Prophets 
read to 1 they were by Sermons and 
Exhortat ions Inflructed:-in their an 
excited to the Obedience of it And as: by 
this Method the Jewiſh Religion was pres 


4; ſo alſs was it by the ſame, that the 
Chriſtian was" fo ſuc ce ſi fully pr as Ag in 
the firſt Ages of the C —— 


iure been preſerved — us. Eike 
Connect. vol. I. p. 389, 30. 218 
But as our clear · ſighted fre- thinking Ani 
Fong can't but have ſome Grounds for his 
Opinions, how ſingular ſoever, I am willing 
to believe he _ _ to on beſt of his 
Knowledge, and is guilty. only of a moſt 
— Bluu der. He had poſſibly read in 
Pyideaux, that Zoroaftres taught — Per- 
ſiaus to acknowledge one ſupreme God; and 
that the Per aut became Maſters. of Chat 
dea and Babylon; and thence he might con- 
clude, that the Captive Jeu might learn 
their Notions of the Unity of God * the 
Diſciples of 3 And accordingly he 
fays you may the Chaldean, or 2 
lonian, or Her ſian Captivity, as you pleaſe. 
That the Per ſiant under Cyrus: were all 
—— a; — Fe _ b Fes w TO 
C1 Ila. Av. F 

b The Jews return d s 
nee, of dalle id * Nee? on ** 3 
m "MW 
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from their Captivity, and did by Degrees de- 
populate Babylon. That the Chaldtet, who 
ſerved other Gods in the Days of Terah, 
were about ſame 1500 Years elder than the 
Magian Reformation in Per ſia. Theſe, and 
many other Conſiderations of this Kind, are 
Niceties, with which our judicious Author 
has not thought fit to puzzle his Cauſe. 

= However, in order to return a more diſ- 
int Anſwer to this confuſed Aſſertion, and 
o give the Reader an Opportunity of being 
etter acquainted with him, it may be con- 
enient to ask him, how it comes to paſs that 
he Scriprures, which are ſaid to be ſo full 
f Chaltean Alterations, do ſo conſtantly 
Wer cpreſent the Chaldeaus themſelves as Wor- 
ippers of other Gods, as appeats from all 
he Paſſages wherein they ate mentioned, 
moſt from the building of Babel, to the 
Weltraction of the Babylonian Monarchy. 
Thus we are told in hh, Chap. xxiv. 2. 
hat the Anceſtors of Arabam, who dwelt 
Wn the other Side of the Flood, in old Time, 
red other Gods. But from Gen xi a8. Ge. 
is plain, that the Country of Arabum, 
ad of his Kindred, was Ur of the Chaldees, 
om whence he was commanded to go in- 
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* Terah an 1dolater Was probably ſubjeft to Nimrod, the 
Beginning of "whoſe Kingdom was Babel, Gen. k. ro, The 
ie ſhop Teniſon, thayght :the , Tower of Babel was \4 
e , ae ofthe Se. "See us Dileourſe of 
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to the Land of Canaan, to workin the Crea- 
tor of Heaven = Earth. opbeh No 

Iſaiah, who began to pr y ove 170 
mw before che Deſtrudtion of the firſt Tem- 
ple, in his Deſcription of the Fall of Babylon, 
chap. xxi. 9. repreſents the Graven ee as 
periſhing'1 in the Ruines'of the City. | 

About 70 Years: before the C 1 we 
find (2 we; > xvii. 30.) that the 3 
whom the King of Aſſy ria had placed in the 
Cities of 3 inſtead of the = Tribes 
by him carry'd away into pe Capti- 
_ did, with the other 8 —_ 
Gods of their own, and put them in the 
Houſes of the High Places, which the Sa- 
maritans had . And tho they feared the 
Lord as the God of the Country, who had 
ſlain many of them with Lions, yet they 
continued to ſerve their Graven Images 
themſelves, their Children, and their 0 it 
drens Children. 

Jeremiah, who lived to ſee che Jews car- 
ried away Captives, in his Prophecy againſt 
2 (chap. I. 38.) deſcribes it as a Land 

Craven Images, whoſe Inhabitants are 
2 upon their Idols; and that therefore it 
ſnou d be a0 more inhabited for ever, nor be 
dwelt in from Generation to Generation. 
Again, chap. li. 47. Behold the Days come, 
that I will do Judgment upon the Graven 
Images of Babylon: And . 44. L will pu- 
niſb Bel in Babylon; and 1. 7 II. It if the 
Vengeance 


[1 
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engeance of the Lord, the V. engeance of his 
Temple. 

'Tis very remarkable, that in the whole 
Book of Jeremiah, there is one, and but 
dne ſingle Verſe wrote in Chaldee, the reſt 
deing all in the Hebrew Tongue; as if it 
verè deſign d to enable the Jeu, upon their 
Removal into Babylon, immediately to re- 
Warn an Anſwer to their idolatrous Maſters in 
Whcir own Language. The Words are theſe; 
us ſhall ye ſay unto them, the Gods that 
gave not made the Heavens and the Earth, 
ren they ſhall periſh from the Earth, and 
rom under theſe Heavens, Jer. x. 11. 
Idolatry is frequently deſcribed in Serip- 
ure under the Notion. of Hiritual Whore- 
n. And agreeably to this Metaphor, Zze- 

6%, in che Time of the Captivity, + out 
es the 7ews with worſhipping the W al, 
Wc 3 and HEY Ezek. =YL 2 
9, 3 

The Book of Daniel ſufficiently ſhews , 
hat Notions hey had of the Unzty of God, 
ho were for deſtroying thoſe who would 
ot worſhip the Golden Image, which Ne- 
ſbadue ag r the King had fe 55 ber. 
Ezra informs us, t ar ul when Nebue bad 
ezar removed the ſacred Veſſels of the 
WT cmple from Feruſalem, be pur them in the 
Houſs F hit Gods, Ezr. i. 7. 

And tho' that King ſeems afterwards to 
; have brew „ by Daniel, 
| yer 


[ 36 ] 
et his Son Belſhazzar lifted up himfelf 
againſt the Lord of Heaven; and he, his 
2 his Mies, and his Concubines 
drank out of the Golden Veſſels of the Tem- 
ple, and prais'd the Gods of Gold and of 
Silver, of Braſs, of Iron, of Wood, and of 
Stone. For which Reaſon he was ſlain the 
ſame Night, and his Kingdom given to the 
Medes and Perſians, Dan. v 
Thus we ſee the Chaldeans continued Ido- 
laters as long as their Kingdom laſted ; and, 
as far as — * collected from Scripture, ap- 
pear in all Ages to have been ſuch. We may 
therefore conclude it impoſſible for the Fews 
to have learn d the Not ion of one God from 
the Chaldeans, during the Ca we which 
was put an End ro by the Per ſians, upon 
their conquering Baby 
Our Author 1 to inform us, That 
the religious Books of the Chaldeans, give a 
Relat ion of Matters from the Creation, ta 
the Time of Abraham, ſo little different from 
chat contained in the Pentateuch , that one 
of the Accounts muſt in all Probability be 
borrowed from the other. From hence the 
Reader is to infer, that the Hiſtory in row 
ſis from Adam to Abraham, is the Int 
tion of ſome eu converted to the Chaldean 
Faith. For I will not quarrel with bim for 
citing the Pentateuch for a few hiſtorical 
Obſervations contain'd in ſome of the firſt. 
FO of r tho he did too plainly: 


deſign, 


r 
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defign, that the Slur upon thoſe Parts of the 
Hiſtory, ſhou'd, by an unwary Reader, be 
— 1's of the whole Moſaick Law, 

But what if neither of theſe Accounts were 
borrow'd from either, is it not poſſible for 
Hiſtorians of two different Nations, to agree 
in relating the ſame Matter of Fact? Can no 
Tranſactions be remarkable enough to be ob- 
ſerv'd by more than one Perſon, or to be re- 
membred by more than one Nation, or one 
Age? 10 

Re cites Beroſus from Joſephus d, (the 
only Chaldean Hiſtorian he has named) to 
prove his Point. Let us then examine this 
ſuſpicious Agreement, and it will appear, as 
every Engliſh Reader may ſee in Hugo Gro- 
tius e, that Beroſus, from the moſt ancient 
Records of the Chaldeans, gives ſuch an Ac- 
count of the long Lives of the Antediluvian 
Patriarchs; of the Deluge, and its Circum- 
ſtances ; of the Age of Abraham, and ſome 
other Particulars, which the Heathens were 
diſpos d to carp at molt; as did very well 
correſpond with the Hiſtory of Moſes, and 
was therefore, with many other Teſtimonies 
from Authors of diſtant Ages and Nations, 
very pertinently inſerted by Joſephus, to ſi- 
lence any vain Diſputes, which the little Phi- 
laſophers might raiſe againſt the Truth. Had 


— — — 


4 Joſeph, cont, Ap. l. t.. © Of the Truth of the Chriflian 
Religion, | 7 
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38 
our Author made the ſame uſe of theſe Quo- 
tations, which 7o/ephus would have taught 
him to make; it would have been as much to 
his purpoſe, and more to his credit, than what 
he has offer d; how much ſoever he may pride 
himſelf in having diſcover'd this 20 incon ſide- 
rable Source of Chaldean alterations, which 
was hitherto unobſerved. 

But why did he ſtop ſhort at Chaldea, and 
not puſh his Diſcoveries thro' all the Regions 
of the Earth? Why did he neglect the Eg yp- 
fian Manetho, who talks, as Moſes does, of 
thoſe early times? From him likewiſe he might 
have learned, not only that the Hiſtory of the 
World, but the Hiſtory of Mg/es too were 
Egyptian Notions, in which Moſes was in- 
ſtructed at Pharaoh's Court. V4 

Or if this would have ſet the Authority o 


the Pentateuch too high, he might eaſily have 


found Alexandrian Authors enough, many 
hundreds of Years after, to haye taught the 
Fews, their fellow Citizens, to have forged 
their Hiſtory, Religion, and Laws at the ſame 
time. A | 
And if he has a mind to make the O 
Teſtament. younger ſtill, he may meet with 
many of the Romans, ſuch as Varro, Ovid, 
Virgil, Pliny, who have ſome of theleChat- 
dean Doctines; who becoming Maſters of 
of the Jews, took care to inſtruct them in 
their Learning and Diſcipline. W 
ly the 7eus have been very tenacious ye 1 
| thoſe 
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thoſe Doctrines and Practices, they received 
from their Conquerors, the Romans, who 
were an ancient, | polite, and learned People, 
and muſt have ſome hiftorical Scheme of 
things going among them, which they re- 
ceiv'd not only as Truths, but as religious 
Truths. From all which (as well as from 
many other conſiderations) it ſhould ſeem ve- 
ry probable, that the J7ewiſh Books, which 
were new form' d, alter'd, and publiſh'd-after 
the Chaldean, or Babylonian, or Pen ſian, or 
Egyptian, or Grecian, or Roman Captivity, 
call it as you pleaſe, might alſo receive Ro- 
man Alterations, no leſs than thoſe other un- 
diſputed Alterations. CONT REINER 

Againſt this way of arguing there are in- 
deed ſome Chronological Objections, and Hi- 
ſtorical Contradictions; but who knows not 
the uncertainty of Hiſtory, and the dificul. 
ties of Chronology ? Arguments founded up- 
on ſuch precarious Foundations mul} be ye- 
ry weak. Some few Religioniſis may with 
* Leſley talk of certain Rules tor Matters of 
Fact, which all uniting both in the 7eiſh 
and in the Chriſtian Religion, prove them to 
be moſt certainly true. They tell us, for in- 
ſtance, that if the Miracles of Feſus were 
ſuch as Men could /ee or hear, and judge of 
by their Senſes, and were done. publickly be- 
fore Multitudes, Men could not be impoſed 
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*- Short Method with the Deiſts. 
| upon 


. 

upon at the time when ſuch things were ſail 
to be done; gor be made to believe they had 
ſeen things, Which they had not ſeen. And 
that if publick Monuments were preferv'd; 
and outward Actions perform'd in Memory 
of thoſe Miracles; and if thoſe Monumente, 
and thoſe Action lo perform d, were 7nftitu- 
ted and did commence from the time, where- 
in thoſe Miracles and Matters of Fact were 
wrought, ſuch Memorials would be a certain 
Proof to ſucceeding Generations; ſince it 
would always be impoſſible at any time pre- 
ſent, to forge a Matter of Fact with ſuch 
Atteſtations. The Books of Sxripture are 
ſtanding Monuments, that have been conycy'd 
to us thro” all intermediate Ages; they were 
ſoon tranſlated into all the known Languages 
of the World, and ſpread amongſt all Nations. 
The moſt material Paſſages in them have been 
cited by Authors of all Countries and Perſua- 
ſions, by the moſt invererare Foes as well as 
Friends to the Chriſtian Name. Circumci ſion 
and the Ceremonial Law made it impoſſible 
for the Jews to be impos'd upon in their Be- 
lief: The two Sacraments, and the Chriſtian 
Prieſthood, are Inſtitutions, that as ſtrong- 
ly prove the Truth of the Chriſtian Reli. 
gion. Bach | 
: Men, who wiſh well to the Cauſe of Vir- 
tue, talk at this rate; but Freerhmhers are 
not ſo eaſily to be impoſed upon; they ſeem 
to know, as our Author ſays of Mr. . how 
| | to 
8 


SS... —- 
to make the beſt of every Argument they 
Fry in Hand. 1% ever for 9 by 

is Sagacity and Quickneſ$, by the compa 
of. 533 dela and his 2 emory, ids 
at nothing, that can be urged or wiredrawtt 
to ſupport any Sentiments he eſpouſes; ſuch 
puny: Writers as ZFofephus and Euſobius, Gro- 
tiusand St;lh;ng fleet; have, with the Applauſe 
of the beſt part of Mankind, produced 'the 
' moſt ancient remains of prophane Hiſtory, as 
concurrent Proofs of thoſe parts of the Scr;p- 
tures, which Men of Wits commonly called 


h Buffoons, have taken moſt pains to ridicule. 
e But our Author's penetrating Genius, has diſ- 
d cover d, that ſuch an unanimous conſent iti the 
e relation of Matters of Fact, is rather a Mark 
2 of Falſhood or Colluſion, than a Teſt of Sin- 
. cerity and Truth; notwithſtanding the vet y 
n different Ages, Nations, and Religions of the 
i ſeveral Witneſſes to a Matter of Fact, which 


if true, muſt be univerſally known; fuch fot 
inſtance as a general Deluge, or ſuch ati E- 
clipſe as was obſerved during our Saviour's 
Crucifixion.  _ | . | 
However, ſuppoſing that one of the Ac- 
counts was borrow'd from the other; how 
does it appear, that the Hiſtory of Moſes was 
borrow'd from the Cha/deens, rather than the 
Chaldean from the Moſaic Accounts? His 
Reafons are very entertaining. The Jexiſti 
Tout he, during the Captivity, were inſtrucł. 
ed in the Chaldean bo oi —— rhe 

. < aWW 


[42 

Law of Moſes is to be a Forgery.. But he 
tells us, it is more natural for @ Body of 
Haves and Captives to be form'd by their 
 Maſvers and Conquerors, than that the Con- 
querors, ſhould. be form'd by them. Did he 
e ee e ranked 

Rome learning Arts from Greece whom it 

WL 1 | WD DUETS 
For notwithſtanding the Complaints both of 
Stateſmen and Poets, it was found impracti- 
cable to prevent it! it 
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But grauting that the Jews were refin'd 
and poliſh'd by the Babylonians, was it more 
natural for the Fews to receive their own 
Hiſtories and Antiquities from their foreign 
Maſters, than from their own Hiſtorians? Or 
did the Conquerors impoſe upon the Caprives 
what Jewiſh Antiquities they thought fit? 
Did Cæſar preſcribe Antiquities to the con- 
quer'd Gauls, or claim the Privilege of an 
Erne to inſtruct them in their own Hi/o- 
ries ? Did Tacitus deſign to convince the an- 
cient Germans, when he deſcrib'd their Man- 
ners, that it was beneath the Dignity of the 
| Romans to receive any Hiſtories of the Pro- 
vinces they had ſubdued? Or was the Hiſtory 
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of Toſephus impos'd on the Jews by the Ro. 
as 50 not be ele 910 ſuffer. 
any of that then deteſted Nation, to have 0 
much Credit with their Triumphant Enemies, 
as to introduce ſuch a new Hiſtory and Anti; 
quities among ſt them ? In ſhort, there is no- 
thing too abſurd for our Author to aſſert, who 
ſeems capable of believing apy thing but the 
Truth. Y | 2 | * #11! = -4 af 3 
Perhaps he would inſinuate, that the Jews 
wilfully corrupted their oz Hiſtories, fo far 
as they diſagreed with the CHaldean Antiqui- 
ties, either out of fear, or flattery, or be- 
cauſe they might believe them to be, Fer. 
Other Reaſons for ſuch a Corruption there 
can be none. Now had the Fews receiv'd: 
the Chaldean Hiſtories out of love to Truth, 
would they have falfly aſcribed them to He- 
7? Or had they embraced the religious 
Scheme of the Babylonians, in order to iu. 
gratiate themſelves with their Maſters; would 
they not have complimented them with the 
Honour of acknowletlging them to be the 
Authors of that Religion? Much leſs would, 
they have ſo ſcandalouſly mifrepreſented them 
as [dolaters, had the Worſhip of one God been 
profeſs'd in obedience only to the Injunttions 
of the Babylonian Rigg. 
| Again, had theſe imaginary Alterations of 
the Scr?prures been made out of fer? ad 
a new Religion introduced among the” Jews," 
metely to avoid Per cution; What Reaforr 
N G 2 r 


44 
can be aſſign d, why they ſhould continue 3 
falſe Profellion, after they were releaſed from 
Captivity, and their once dreaded Enemies 
were now no more 2 5 


Our Author, in this Argument, bas all a. 
long confounded Hiſſory and Religion toge- 
ther; and becauſe the Antiquities of the eus 
are aſſiſted by the moſt ancient Records of 
other Nations, he can ſee no difference be- 
tween their moſt oppoſite Religions: But con- 
cludes againſt clear Evidence, as a Freethinker 
can, that becauſe their Hiſtories are conſiſtent, 
therefore their Religions muſt be the /ame. 
His calling the Captivity of the Fews.in Ba. 
bylon the Perſian Captivity, is ſuch a Confirs 
as is not eaſily to be met with but in the 
ritings of theſe vain Bab/ers _— 
Religion. The Per ſſaus put an to the 
Captivity, therefore it is the Perſian Capti- 
vity. The Per ſians allow d and N 
- the Fews in the free Exerciſe of their Reli. 
ion, therefore it was the Per ſian Religion. 
his was the belov'd concluſion, ridiculous 
as it is, that made him blind to the former 
blunder. The Per/zans reſtor d the eus to 
their Cauntrey, therefore he ſhould have in · 
ferr'd it was no longer Judæa but Pera. 
The Jeu were indeed exceeding] vour'd 
by the Perſians; and Eæra and 8 
who revis'd the Scriptures of the O14 Teſta- 
ment, and reform'd the Jewiſh Church and 
State, liv'd in the Perſian Court, When the 
9 eg 
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Worſhip of one. God was there eſtabliſhed : 
Bur this is rather a Confirmation of, than an 
Objettion againf the ancient Religion of the 
Jews. The Perſians, from the Time of 
Zoroaſtres, deteſted Idolatry, and wherever 
they came pull d down the 1401 Temples. 
Thus a Xerxes not only demoliſh'd. the Tem- 
ples in Greece, but he likewile.demoliſh'd the 

eat Temple of Bel in Babylon; and there- 
fore he and his Swcceſſors protected the Fews 
in Oppoſition to their 740/atrous Enemies. 

If our Author contends that the Doctrine 
of one God be a Perſian Alteration, intro» 
duced by Exra into the Bible, he contra- 
dicts his former Aſſertion, that it was a Ba- 
Hlonian Alteration; ſince, in the Time of 
Exæra, the Religions of thoſe two Nations 
were * contradictory to each other. 
Nor coud the Fews, who were return 'd 
from Babylon, and ſettled at Feruſalem above 


the. Captivity; of Hag- 
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gai,  Zachariah, [46 ] Malathi, by whoth 
great Part of that Generation had been. En: 


couraged and inſtructed in their Dury. I iy, 


eee at this Time could not have been 
waded to believe that the Unity of God 
was the Faith of their Anceſtors, had it deen 
only an Invention of 2 
But neither would or Author himſelf be 
fatisfy'd with this Per ſian Religion, unleſs it 
were Chaldean too; yet theſe are indeed in 
an irreconcilable State. His Wiſh is to ſhew + 
not only, that the Unity 0 God, bur that the 
Belief of a Me ſſiac, is a C aldean Notion, and 
then he might more ſafely expoſe all Nell 
gion as the Invention of Fortunetellers ©. 
Could he but get theſe two 17 Principles 
VIS. the Belief of God, a Chrift, e 
pung ged our of 112 Bible, as Ch aldeas Tes 


polations, the Chaldean Paraphraſes upo 


the Old Teſtament might then be fer aſide 
too; which, at preſent, ſir heavy upon the 
Jews, and are too weighty to be removed A 
thoſe, who affect to talk like Fews. 
They talk in vain, of the Chriſtians 

ting zew Interpretations upon cb. old” 156 
phecies, ſince our Expoſitions of the Paſt. 
Ces n to the Meſſas, are abundantly 
confirmed by the Targums of 'Onkelos and 
Fonathan, which are Ader than Chr 30 janiry; | 
and WE ma: 1s ago. e mee to 
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that of the holy Scriptures themſelves d. But 
ho Authority, no Argument is Proof againſt 
Infidelit . = . T oe. Ne. 1 5 Jin 
3 2 asked, how it happen'd that the 
Fews did ſo commonly expect a Saviour af- 
ter the Captivity, which they did not ſeem 
to think ſo much of before. The Reaſon is 
clear; the Prophecies of the later Prophets, 
eſpecially thoſe of Daniel, were plain and 
expreſs, the Time determin d, and his Fore- 
runner deſcrib'd. | And as the Time appoints 
ed drew nigh, their Expectations were rais d; 
and accordingly when our Saviout appear d, 
the Belief of his coming was ſo general, that 
they who rejected the true Meſſias, were, 
according to our Saviour's Prediction e, con- 
ſtantly Geluded by a Succeſſion of Impoſtors, 
who yet were as conſtantly fatal to their 
Followers. A juſt Judgment upon thoſe who 
denyed the hol) One, and the Juſt; and deſired 
a Murtherer to be granted unto them, Ads 
til, 1.4. ed by 3 
But to return from whence we came. The 
Expectation of a Meſſias, was, it ſeems, 4 
Chaldean Notion, miſtaken by the Jews. 
We muſt then have Recourſe to the Chak 
deans for the Marks of the Me/jjas ; which 
unleſs our Author will be pleated firſt to fix 
88. prideaur Connect. vol. II. p. 546. XC. | 
* © John v. 43. am come in my Father Name, and ye 


receive me not; if another ſhall come in his own Name, him 
Je will receive, COND 
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in the Thought of Eternity. But if 
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where he alone has happily diſcover'd them, 
it will be thought very impertinent in him to 
form his Arguments againſt Jeſt upon mere 
Fewiſh Miſtakes of the Chaldean Notions. 
That the Fews deceived themſelves by 
falſe Interpretations of their. own Prophets, 
has been ſeen above, and will farther appear 
from what follows. They expected a real 
or temporal Deliverer : So far their Expec- 
tations were juſt ; and Ze/#s will be, even to 
the Jeu, when converted, both a real and 
temporal Deliverer; nor would their Deliye- 
rance be the leſs real, though it ſhon'd prove 
eternal too, whatever our Author may inſt- 
nuate to the Contrary: For there are ſome 
Sorts of Men that cad find nothing pleaſing 

the Zews 
did, without Reaſon, fix a Time for the Com- 
pletion of 20 the Prophecies, when the Times 
of moſt of them were undetermin'd, if they 
obſtinately rejected their Deliverer at his 
firſt Appearance, as was truly the Caſe, for 
no other Reafon, than becauſe he wou'd not 
reſtore them at the Seaſon which hey thought 
fir, but in that good appointed Time which 
the Father had reſerved in his own Power ; 
it muſt be acknowledged their Deluſion was 
of themſelyes, they forſook their own Mer- 
cies, and muſt abide his /econd Coming, when 
they ſhall again look upon him whom they 
bave pierced. | ; 


Again, 


3 — 1 


their Law was to be eternal, and not to be 
alter q by the Meſſiar. It would haye been 
more to his Purpoſe to have ſnewn, that they 
thought ſo with Reaſon, or that the Prophecy 
in Jer. xxxi 31, 32, Sc. was only a Chaldean 
Notion, or Roman Interpolation, which the 
ſlaviſn Jeu receiv'd from their Conguerors, 
as a Piece of Antiquity. The Words of Je- 
remy are remarkable, Behold the Days come, 
faith the Lord, that I will make a 2c Co- 
« venant with the Houſe of Irael, and with 
the Houſe of Judah, not according to the 
« Covenant, that I made with their Fathers, 
« in the Day, that I took them by the Hand, 
* 4 bring them out of the Land of Et, 
Se" 1? TE 1 Ii | > BED 
Our Author goes on to tell us, that he 
knew not whence he was, John ix: 29. To 
this the blind Man's Anſwer .is ſufficient ; 
« Why, here in is a marvellous Thing, that 
« ye. know not from whence he is, and 
vet he hath open d my Eyes, Sc. — If 
this Man were not of God, he could 
< do nothing.” Nicodemus could ſay the 
ſame Thing, tho' privately, which thew'd 
the Truth of his Words, tho' he durſt not 
own it; Rabbi, we know that thou art a 
Teacher como from God; for no Man can 
do theſe Miracles, that thou doeft, except 
God be with him. John iii. 2. Among the 
chief Rulers alſo, wer believed an 17 5 
1 72 hes ut 


Again, tis objected, that the Jes thougit 
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« Meſſras, as juſtly reject Jeſus aſſerting his 


50 


but becauſe of the Phariſees they did not con- 


feſs him, leſt they ſhou d be put out of the 
Synagogue; for they loved the Praiſe of Men 
more than the Praiſe of God, John xii. 43. ; 
From hence it appears, that none but Per- 

ſons of Courage and Integrity, could at that 
Time profeſs to believe in CHriſi; and there- | 


fore it could be no Wonder to find the Bulk 
of the Nation on the other Side; fuch as act 
againſt their Conſcience upon moſt Occaſions; 
and yet the People were generally ſo ſurpri- 
zed ar his Miracles, 1o attentive to his Doc- 
trine, that the Rulers —_— fit to put him 
to Death, leſt a// Men ſhould believe on him, 
as after his Reſurrection, in ſpite of all Ter- 
rors to the contrary, Multitudes of Jews were 
daily converted; inſomuch, that within a few 
Vears after, there were in the Church many 
Myriads of believing Jews, Acts xxi. 20. 
And the unhappy Number of thoſe, that con- 
tinued obſtinate, grew, like Pharaoh, moſt 
hardened, when there was the greateſt Means 
of Conviction... So little Reaſon has this un- 
chriſtian Writer to e 171. * That the 
« Body of the eus did reject Feſus, whom 
< they knew not to be the Chriſt.” Vile,equi- 
vocating Blaſphemer, i 13 ie 

Hie further objects, that © the Jeu might, 
ce till they were ſet right in their Interpreta- 
cc tions of the Old Teſtament, and were con- 
„ vinced from thence, that Jeu was the 
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« Miſſion and Doctrine with Miracles; as any 
« other Perſon, who in Virtue of Miracles, 
« wou'd lead them into Idolatry, or into any 
« other real Breach of the Moſaick Law.“ 
i. e. In other Words, Obſtinacy in an Error, 
and Perverſeneſs are ſo far from being 
in themſelves, that they, if carefully perſiſt- 
ed in, will excuſe the greateſt of Crimes, arid 
make Blaſphemy againft the Holy Ghoſt to be 
no Sin at all. He aims however at the moſt 


ſpecious Objection of the Jews againſt Mi- 


racles, which will deſerve a direct Anſwer. 

Moſes. puts the Caſe, Deut. xiii. 1, 2, 3. 
that a falſe Prophet may, for the Tryal of 
their Conſtancy, give 4 Sign or a Wonder, 
that may come to paſs, in order to draw them 
ro worſhip other Gods, and yet commands 
them not to hearken to him. This Caſe the 
Jews apply to our Saviour, and conclude, 
that therefore Jeſus ought not to be credited 
upon the Score of his Miracles, fuppoſing 
them to be true, becauſe he abrogated the 
Law of Moſes. | | el AT eD 

In anſwer. to this, it is not material to en- 
quire, whether the Sign or Wonder ſo given 
were really a Miracle; ſince Moſes having in 
2 the Egyptian Magicianc, work. 

more and ous Miracles, than they 
could do; and having thereby demonſtrated, 
that he acted by a Power ſuperior to theirs; 
and conſequently that his Commiſſion was 
from God, might very reaſonably require 
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them to ſubmit to no Miracle, which by Ex- 
perience they had learnt, Magictans were 
tomerimes permitted to work, in Confirma- 
tion of Idolatry. It is ſufficient to ſay, that 
the Miracles of our Saviour and his Apoſilec, 
were wrovght neither in Oppoſition to the 
Law, nor to the Worſhip of the God of 1/74- 
el; but that, on the contrary, it is moſt evi- 
dent, that the Authority of Moſes is greatly 
confirm'd, and the true Worthip of God 
chiefiy promoted Dy the Chriſtian Religion: 
So that to a conſiderate Mind, there can be 
no Pretence from this Paſſage in Denterono- 
my, to deny that Miracles ought to be recei- 
ved as certain Prooks, that 
r — 

We may * Ge that as Moſes makes 
it a certain Marb of a ful Prophet, to tempt 
Men to Idolatry, ſo St. obn too lays it down 
as a Nule, whereby to diſtinguiſn the Spirit 
of Truth, and the Spirit of Error. 1 Joleiv. 
2, 3. 4 Every Spitit that confeſſeththar: Feſur 
" Chriſt is come in the Fleſh, is of God And 
every Spirit that Cunſeſſetli not that Sele 

«Chriſt is come in the Fleſh, is not of: God. 
For fince our Faith is; proved by ſo many 
undoubred Miracles, and eſtabliſhed upon ſo 


ſure Foundation, it is it felf juſtly —— 


Standard to try the Truth of ws. Doc- 
trines by. For, to borrow the Words of our 
Author, p. 32. God can never: be ſuppdsid 
Op to permit pr: to: be done Con- 
rt firmation 


N. Was the 
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firmation of a falſe or pretended Miſſion. 
From this Principle he might better have 
concluded, that our Savicur's Miſſion” Was 
true, than have ſo perverſely inſinuated frem 
hence, «that the Miracles faid to be wrought, 
« may be often juſtly, deem'd falſe Reports, 
« when attributed to Perſons, who claim an 
« Authority from 2 2 e rk 5 
impertinently alledge to ſupport their 
* a Wbat this Gentleman is plea- 
ſed to call im ertinent Allegations, ſhall al be 5 
conſider' d in their proper Place: And as for 
his wicked! Iaunuendo, n Hiſtories of 
our Saviour's Miracles may be falſe Reports, 
1 think it may ſafely be left to the Determi- 
nation of every Reader, what a wretched 
Cauſe our Author has undertaken to ſupport, 
ſince he is reduced to the miſerable Shift of 
denying the Truch of the Goſpel - Hiſtory, 
which is the moſt undoubted Matter of Fact, 
that ever in the World, and is at- 
teſted by ſtronger Evidence; than canbe produ- 
ced to prove, chat our Engliſh — Book, 
or the Romen civil Law, is not all a mere 
Forge ery and Contrivance, invented, and car- 
ried on by . who carts their Bread i in oy 


Lrofeſſion. 


. if, a. i ee » 15 IP 


However, Ane he bas ne e re- 
ject the whole New Teſtament out of the 
Canon of Scripture, I am content to examiie 
his N 5 the Wee muſt be 
9 D | Vols, e olugo 
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CANON Of SRI TRE. 


ILROM the Title prefix d by our Author 
to his third Chapter, vi. That the Old 
Teſtament is the Canon of Chriſtians, the 
Reader wou'd have been indaced to think, 
that this Author was then minded to prove 


the Authority of the Old Teſtament to Chri- 


ſtians: But, alas! we muſt not expect to ga- 
ther Grapes from Thornec. His Underta- 


king is not to eſtabliſh the Old Teſtament, 


but to deſtroy the New; to ſhew that we 
ought to eſteem no other Books canonical, 
but thoſe of the Old Teſtament. 
He begins with theſe remarkable Words. 
Indeed to ſpeak properly, the Old Teſta- 
4 ment is yet the ſole true Canon of Scri 
ture (meaning thereby a Canon eſtabliſh'd 
<. by thoſe, who had a Divine Authority to 
«: eftabliſh'd' a Canon, and in Virtue thereof 
did eſtabliſh a Canon) as it was in the be- 
* ginniũg of Chiiſtianity.” Theſe Expreſſions 
are dark and confuſed; but I preſume his 
Meaning to be this, that the Old Teſtament 
alone is the whole Canon of Scripture, be- 
cauſe that alone was eſtabliſbd by Dipine 
AON Aut ho- 
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Authority. Now either he does believe the: 
divine Authority of that Canon, or he does 
not; if he does not believe it, why does he 
rate about what he does not underſtand? If 
5 does believe it, let him produce his Rea- 
ſons for that Belief; and then we will under - 
take to bring ſtronger Arguments in Behalf 
of the Canon of the New Teſtament. 
His firſt Reaſon for excluding the Books 
of the New Teſtament out'of the Canon of 
Scripture, is, becauſe they are al occaſional, 
as he ſays Mr. V hiſton has clearly ſhewn, 
and not a Di ef or Syſtem of Laws for 
verning the 8 urch. In this Reaſon 1 ed 
but five Miſtakes: For firſt, the four Goſpels 
were none of them occaſional,” but were all 
originally intended to deliver down with 
Certainty to'Poſterity, the Doctrines, which 
the Apoſtles had received from the Lord. 
24ly, He miſrepreſents Mr. . who is ſo far 
from proving the Goſpels to be occaſional, 
that he has not ſaid ſo; and only affirms it of 
the Acts and Epiſtles. zaly, He abſurdly 
confounds a Rule. of Faith, and a Body. of 
Laws, which are very different. And there- 
fore, 4thly,, His Inference is. falſe, that the 
Books of the New Teſtament are not canoni- 
cal, as not being a Syſtem: f Laws. And 
laſtly, tho we how's grant that ſome of the 
Epiſtles were written upon ſpecial Occaſions, 
and particular Emergencies; upon which Ac- 
count they may be call d occaſional; yet it will 
re | not 


= 
ov 


456) 
not follow, that the ſacred Penmen were de- 
ſtitute of the divine Aſiſtanct upon thoſe ex- 
traordinary Occaſions, nor that they did hot 
deſign thoſe Writings to be a Standard of the 
Truth to after Ages, in ſuch Particulars as re. 
lated to the Common Faith. ih 
Tam not ſure I know what he means by 
occaſional, becauſe he may poſſibly have 12 
clear Notion of it himſelf; but 1 wou d ask 
2 ſonated Few, whether he thinks the 
the New Teſtament to be more oc- 
. than the whole Collection of Palme, 
or the Writings of the Prophets? Or whe 
that thoſe Parts of the-Fewiſh Canon look 
more like a Code or a Pandect, than the Books 
of the Chriſtian Canon? If not, the New 
— cannot be rejected by our Authot 
barely for being occaſional, or for not bei 
a Digeſt of Laus. Let us fee then what eli 
he has to ſay for himſelf. His next Objee- 
tion follows in theſe Words; © J add, hat 
«© ® 10s Books of the New Teftament were-not 
join d together in one Body or Collection, 
* nor declard by any human Authority to 
« he all canònical till the ſeventh Century; 
<..when the Controverſy about the laſt Book 
« of canonical Scriptures ſeems to have been 
brought to an End,“ as he brings Mr. Ni. 
chardſon to witneſs. This Munter of Tur 
ſhall be now fairly examin' d. 
Ike ſixth general Council which was held 
at Conſtantinople, in the Year 681, confirm d 
ab ee *” amongſt 
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e. : morgſt others, af the Councils of Laodices 
* and Cart hage, with the Canons of At han PA 
4 fins 5 Gregor "y Nagzian gen, and Amphilochin 67 


wherein the Canon of Scripture, as received 
by the Church of England, is recited and 
ſettled. Mr. Richard ſon has proved, that the 
Apocalypſe was acknowledged to be part of 
the Scripture, by the moſt eminent Writers 
in all the intermediate Ages, but becauſe it is 
not named in the Council of Laodicea, he is 
uncertain, whether it was rejected by them ot 
not, and therefore he ſays be will not deter- 
mine, whether it was every where receiy'd as 
canonical till this ſixth general Council. 
Now, that this Book is omitted in our pre- 
ſent Copies of that Council, muſt be acknow- 
ledged; but that thoſe Fathers did diſown its 
Authority, cannot be prov'd from ſuch an 
Omiſſion; for their Deſign was, not to ſet- 
tle the Canon of Scripture, but to appoint 
what Books were t@ be publickly read in 
their Churches. » Now, the Apocavpſe bein 
very myſterious, and conſequently leis ſuit 
for the Inſtruction of the People, the reading 
of it was generally omitted in heir Churches 
as it is in ours; tho we acknowledge its 
Authority equal to that of the other Parts of 
the Bible. And as it would be unteaſonable 
to infer, that we deny it to be Scripture, in 
that it is entirely left out in our Kalendar, 
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which corifainsthe /Ordemwhow, befides the 
Pſalms, the ret of che Holy Scripture! is 
appointed to be reud; fince the Senſe of 
our Church in that Matter is in the Articles 
and elſewhere ſufficiehtly known: So, if we 
can diſcover the Opinion of the Fathers, at 
the Council of Labidlicca, from other Circum- 
ſtances; their not ordering the Apocatyp/e to 
be read will be no Sign, that they even aſe 
He it to be ancunonical. Now it cannot 

& ſuppoſed, they intended to reject it, who 
were zealous” Defenders of rhe Faith, and 
Knew that ſuch an Excluſion would be deem 
ed Heretical, as'* Epzphanins, who flouriſhid 
ar that Time, does more than once inform 
us. Tertullian before, and © St. Auſtin ſince, 
confirm the ſame Thing. Even thoſe, who 
owned its Authority, but queſtion d whether 
it was not written by another 70% different 
from the Evan it, were conſtantly oppo- 
Ted by the moſt confiderable Perſons of the 
Church; nor, had theſe Fathers been ſuf- 
pected of ſuch Latitudinarian Principles, 
could they have met with that univerſal Re- 
gard which appears to have been paid to 
them in thoſe early Ages. Their Decrees 
were receiv'd into the Code of the uni ber ſal 

Church, they were confirm'd by the fourth 
and fixth general Councils, and made Part 
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of the imperial Law by!“ Fuffinian. Nor 
would the ſixth general Council have admit- 
ted both the Canons of Laodhebg und of Car- 
thage, had the Laodsc Fathers, © which' 
omit the Apocalypſe; been thought urccbneld 
leable with the Carthaginian Fathers; who 
expreſly name it in their Can / 07 

Thus far in Anſwer to Mr. ' Richardſon's 
Doubt, which will abundantly ſerve to confute 
our Authors bold Aſſertion, that the Books of 
the New Teſtament were not collected till the 
ſeventh Century; for the Council of Laudicꝰ ai 
which was aſſembled in the Vear 364, injoins 
all the Books of the New Teflament, cep. 
the Apocalypſe, to be puklickly read in the 
Churches; 2 that t e Apotalypfe was ae. 


Wnowledged: to be genuine, ald enerally re. 


iv'd as ſuch, we have the T imonies 
Juſtin Martyr, who was converted to Chr 


: ſtianity within 30 Years after St os Death! 
= 7 heophilus of Antioch, and Melito of Har- 


disf, who were 'Fuftins C6: temporarie9 : 
8 Trenens and h Tertullian. In the follow: 
ing Ages we find Clemens of Alerand- ia, 
and k Origen, | Euſebius augen Athan# Heure. 
p 2 Chry/o all "before the 

Vear 400, 7 to the cpr rhe 
dpocabpft, 3 ele te the bther undoubted 
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Writings of the New Teſtament. But we need 
not have recourſe to any remote Inferences, 
nor is much Learning neceſſary to confute 
him. There are ſeveral Manuſcripts of dif- 
ferent Parts of the Scriptures ſtill extant, much 
older than the Time he mentions: But there 
are two Copies which contain, in a manner, 
the whole Bible, of great Antiquity. The Ya- 
tican, is now thought, by the beſt Judges, 
to be near as old as the famous Alexandrian 
Manuſcript in our King's Library, which is with 
very good Reaſon ſuppoſed to be writ ſoon 
after the Nicene Council, as I will undertake 
to ſhow, whenever our Author can give any 
Signs of his being able to underſtand any 
Argument that can be brought from Anti- 
quity. But the great Support of his Infide- 
liry, being founded upon the old Woman's 
Objection, who — that a Matter of Fact 
was not true, ſince it was done ſo many Vears 
ago, there is little Appearance, that he bas 
Capacity enough to comprehend a Reaſon 
when it is offer d;- and other unlearned Per- 
ſons need not buly themſelves with Conſide- 
rations of that Nature... ' _ Anz 
The Concluſion he wou'd make from this 
groſs Falſhood, is ſtill more exquiſitely ridi- 
culous. The Old Teſtament, he ſays, is the 
ſole true Canon of Scripture. Why? Be- 
cauſe the Books of the New Teſtament were 
not all collected till the ſeventh Century. 
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Be it ſo. Does it follow, that becauſe the 
Council of Laodicea did not inſert the Apo- 
calypſe among the Books, they intended 
ſhou'd be read, that therefore the other Parts 
of Scripture were doubted of by them? That 
becauſe the Epiſtle to Philemon was little 
known, and ſeldom cited by the Ancients, as 
being of little Concern to the Publick ; it 
therefore was not written by St. Paul? Or 
becauſe this was unknown, that no other 
Epiſtles were acknowledged to be St. Pauls? 
That no one Book of the New Teſtament 
could be known to be genuine at the Time it 
was publiſh'd, and handed down as ſuch to 
ſucceeding . Ages, becauſe the Authority of 
ſome other Books was not immediately fo 
certainly diſcover d? Theſe are in effect the 
cloſe Reaſonings of this free-thinking Writer, 
whoſe Head and Heart ſeem to be equally 
blinded. If any one Goſpel can be prov'd to 
be genuine, the Cauſe of Unbelievers maſt 
fall to the Ground; and therefore Infdelity 
amongſt Chriſtians is utterly inexcuſable, and 
bas, in Fact, never appear d, but in ſuch a 
one as /oueth and maketh a Lie. * 
The fo lowing Objection is quite whim- 
fecal * They are Chriſtian Books, and con- 
< tain Proofs of Chriſtianity from the Old 
«' Teſtament; but contain Chriſtianity: i: /e/F 
4 no otherwiſe than as explaining, illuſtra- 
ting, and confirming the Chriſtianity taught 
in the Old Teſtament.“ The Conceit of 
DQ 163 this 
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this Propoſition: will come in our Way 
reſently; the Conſequence mult be di arch'd 
| here. Granting that the New Teſtament does bl 
only confirm aud explain tlie Old, why may 2 
it not be canonical ?' Is there not at leaſt ay 
much Difference between them, as between 
the Books of Kings and Chronicles in the Old 
Teſtament? Aud will he deny either of them 
to be canonical to the Chriſtians upon the Ac 
count of their Agreement? If he will, be 
contradicts himſelf, and betrays his Cauſe. 
He ſeems pleaſed with a Scrap out af 
Grotius, which, notwithſtanding the diffe- 
rent Air he has given it, will deceive him as 
much as his own Underſtandiug. Our Aut 
thor's Words are thele; © Grdtzus' ſays the 
* Books of Luke are piouſſy and faithfully 
< written, and upon Subjects of great Con- 
cern to Salvation, and therefore made ca- 
* nonical by the Church.“ Hence; I ſuppoſe, 
our Author wou'd infer, that theſe Books can 
not be canonical, becauſe the Church has not 
Power to canonie any Books at all. 
Grot ius does indeed ſay, that theſBooks 
are canonical, ' becauſe the Primitive Church 
eſteem d them to be piouſly. and fairhfully 
written, Se. And if our Author can ſhew, 
that Grot ius and himſelf mean the ſame thing 
by the Word gunonicul, and that theſe, wd 
firſt. approved the Writings of 8t / Lule, wete 
not alilted by the Seurcher: Hearts to 
e the Spirits, we will alldw him to 


charge 
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charge Erotius with ſelf. oontradiction, in aſ. 
ſerting them to be D i.e. ea. 
bliſh'd by Divine Authority, (according to 
our Author's Explication) and at che fame 


Time to be made canonical only by Humus 
Authority; I. v. to be really t canbnicul. 
In che mean while the Contradiction is his 
own; and accordingly he ad6pts the Words of 
Groriue, and applies them to che whole New 


Teſtament; all the Books of which, he ſays, 
ſeem to be piaufly and faithfully written, 


and were there fore made canonical by the 
Ohurch. Do they ſeem to him to be faith. 
fully uritten? M they do, hy does he not 
believe chem? Let him acknowledge their 
Truth, and their Peculiar Authority will na- 
turally follow. Do they em true to the 
Church only, and not to him ? Let him learh 
to treat them with Reſpect and Decency, leſt 
if the Church ſhould think right, he might 
haply be found even to fight againſt Cod. 
His next Cavil is, they were made cuno- 
nical accidentally; therefore What? They 
are not canonical. Very good]! But what 
was the Accident that befell theſe Books? 
It was, itifeems, the ſame that might have 
befelt other\prous Books; fot after long Diſ- 
puts about their Authority, they are decla- 
red canonical hy the Ancients. We muſt 
therefore reject chem. Admirably well rea- 
ſon'd. A vulgar Chriſtian that thinks in the 
ordinary Way, wou d have argu'd in a diffe- 
. 11 
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rent Manner; he wou'd have thought, that 
ſince the primitive Fathers, who had the 
beſt Opportunities of judging what Writing 
were inſpird, and what were not; were ſo 
careful as to receive no Books into their Ca- 
non, without the moſt mature Deliberation; 
ſince they admitted the Writings of Mark and 
Luke upon the Approbation of St. Peter and 
St. Paul, while the Epiſtles of Barnabas and 
Clement were accounted only as Eccleſiaſtical 
and Apocryphal; not becauſe their Authors 
were unknown, bur their Inſpiration uncer- 
tain; ſince many Books, publiſh'd under the 
ſpecious Names of the Apoſiles, were rejected 
as ſpurious, and none other acknowledg'd to 
be /criptural, but what the moſt bitter Ene- 
mies to Chriſtianity, what Julian, and Try- 
Pho, and Celſus, and Hierocles, Men whoſe 
Wir art leaſt, if not their Malice, was equal 
to our Author's, always own'd to be genuine. 
Since theſe Things are indiſputably ſo, as eve- 
ry one may know, who will be at the Pains 
ro enquire; an ordinary Chriſtian, I ſay, 
wou'd have been apt ro conclude, contrary 
to our Freethinker, that the Books of the 
New Teſtament were put into the Apoſtles 
Canon, becauſe they were upon juſt Grounds 
believed to be written by Men, under the 
Direction of the Ho y Spirit; and that there- 
fore they are ſtill to be received as CAN O- 
NICA L. Te Mi 8 
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' He tloſes the Scutence in a diſſerent Sttain, 
and 2 to Cuſtom, ſtrengthens his falſe 
Reaſonings by a falſe Witneſs. The Reader 
will be-able-t6 judge of it the better, when he 
ſees it entire: Which (i e. the Books of the 
New Teſtament being made canon 4% Was 

Event, and 4, 33 
thoſe Buoks gradually, and after 


putes about their Authority, and might 2025 


befel other pious Books,” which, the deem d 
Scripture, and declar d canonical by the Ah: 
tients, have been ſince rejetfed as ſpitriohs 
and apocryphal.' I am chartrably ino lind to 
believe, that our Author is not yet ſo Si, 
as not to be able to Aiſtinguiſb b week} Ve- 
racity and Dereit ; but Var ary Writing 
have by the modern been tejected 45 df 9 
which by the antienr Church were deela 
eanonical, is To groundleſs a Cale 
makes me almoſt queſtion his Hamam 9. T 
can only leave it upon his Conſtience, in 
Hopes that it may At have Sen endu ec, 
make him {now and feet chat it is a LITE. 

But perhaps I have been too buſty it the? 
ing this Gentleman witk ſo Allis, 2614 
By y he may only be e face he 

od AV other fer ds falſe Withe/t which: 
appear to him to be cable, tho" it — 
really) a Cheat. kor the hoof of this ftras 
the taft Aye 


lic Canon, meaning thereby che lalt Canoß ac 
the End of the 3 Book of Apoſto 


abet 


05. 


3 #46$+# + 


[66 ] 
Com ſtitutious. In this Canem are trekan'd 
amongſt. the holy Scriptares the Book of Fu 
dith, three Books of the Maccabess, and th 
eight Books of the Conſtitutions by. Clenmus 
of which the Cano. is the laſts. Now out 
Author, in this very Chapter, p. 18. fays the 
Book of the Apoſtolict Canſtitut ian, ig a ma. 
nifeftly forged modern Book, tho it  Pretendls 
to be the Work of all the Apoſttes aſſembled 
roget her and is incus ſiſlent in 92 Inſtan . 
ces with'the Books f the New 
as the learned Biſhop 1 = ally 
ſhewn;14#.; his' Conflutation, of it. Vet not- 
wichſtanding all this, he has the Hardiugſa td 
advance this groſs. Calumny upon! the fingle 
FG of the 3 Authority of that 
#, Which be owns and declares to bd 
for rged. and odern,.') This: betrays ſuch am 
evi Don, as will ſtiek at nothing 8 
may do hurt to Religion. This is ſuch a» Hni- 
guity as.deterves 20 00% puniſh'd by the ud ges. 
A Man of theſe Talents can never be eon-· 
fured, his Taventzon id fr uit ful, and no ſoon- 
ex is one Argument. d, but —— 
id ariſes in its rom. He would concludes 
re c be n Canon of the New 
mend, becauſe 7 e e once 
oue and be — This was ace: 
tue before The: Books of the New :Teſtay: 
— Le 
. ee W 161 (1 
"* p. rs. 0 them wag . imaginary Stb ng c 
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mem were written. Again, Je, an his 
- Apoſttes>freynentiy ſhle tbe Bools of the 
Ou Teſament the Seripthress, but no new 


Books are declared by them to habe that 


Cbaruter. Agreed again: the Books of the 
Old Teſtament were ackhowledgd always by 
the Chriſtians to be Srripture; but che Books 
of the New Teſtament were never reckon!d 


ſuch, till they were rote; and we have the 


Teſtimony af ſome of the Apoſtles, who 


give that Character to ſome Books of the 
Neu Teſtament: But then, at the Beginning 
tho the Old Teſtament was 
the only Canon of Seripture, it Mas not the 
Nale of Chriſtian Faith. Thoſe Doctriner, 
which the Apoſtles were {ent to preach, were 
then the Canon of Chriſtians; and being 
conveyd to us in the Mrilings of the New 
Teſtament, are ſtill the Ward of God, as be- 
ing thoſe very Truths, which the Apoſtles 
rectived from Chriſt, aud Chriſt from God. 
Our Canon therefore was given and declar d 
by Jeſus and his Apoſtles, as our Author 
thinks was proper t have been done, and 
was not left to any aten them to do. It 
was not left, as he villaigoùſly aſſerts ir was, 
to be ſettled long after #heir Times by weak, 
fallible, factious, aud intereſted Men. 

He asks a moſt puxzling Queſtion, I, Je- 
ſus and his Apoſtles have declared no Books 
to be Campnital;, who did, or cou'd afterwards 
declare, or make any Books canonical? 

K 2 


But 


&....,# 
But what if it be certain, that ſome of the 
Apoſtles did write Books, and declare, that 
what they had ſo written, was true; might 
not Chriſtians believe them, and receive'them 
as genuine? And might they not make 
Collection of ſuch . f ah as were confeſ- 
ſedly Apoſtolical? Bur he ſeems to think there 
is ſome Conjurat ion in the Word Canonical, 
and uſes it as noiſy Jugglers do their ſenſe- 
leſs Cant, without any other Meaning, than 
to deceive the People. 
Thus far we have been engaged in Defence 
of the Miracles of our Saviour, and the Au- 
thority of the New Teſtament, the great E. 
vidence of Chriſtianity ; we have \ nothing 
now to do, but to make Remarks upon his 
allegorical | Scheme, which he falſly lays 
down as the Foundation of our Religion, 
which yet might have been ſpared, had he 
not intended it as an unanſwerable Objection 
againſt the Books of the New Teſtament. 
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NE would naturally hive expedted, 
that the Title of this Chapter was a 
Propoſition laid down to be proved; but 
n Examination it to be only the 
Contents of a ore „which repeats the 
ſame Thing o over again, without 
even the . of a Proof. However, the 
Variety of Expreſſion may be entertaini 
to the Reader, and ſerve 15 * Tale of thi 
Author's Accuracy. 
Chriſtianity ts founded an Jude; "ani 
the New Teſtament on the Old, an and Jeſus ir 
the Perſan ſaid to be promi d is the Old 
under the Character of the Meffias. Accor. 
dingly Jeſus is not only ſaid in the New Tef- 
rament to be the Meas, but the Authors 
of the New Teflament defign'd to ſay ſo, 
they deſign'd 2orefreſent kim as the Meſſtas. 
Tis not eaſy. to gueſs at the Reaſon of 
this Tautology, unleis he intends to inſinu- 
ate, that every Man muſt become a Jer 
before he can be a Chriſtian; whereas Jade 
Kis, at . as well as in oor” Saviour's 
ffers as much from the O/d Teſta. 
ment, 
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7 
ment, as Popery does from that of the New. 
To avoid Miſtakes therefore, we will — 
to the Terms Ne an Y ad whe 
he ſpeaks of Juda ſn Au Chr iHann, 
will 2 he means the Old T, — and 
the e. | 
Ne having aſfipy? 7d u Reabod ob del Rel. 
poſition here — it might be a 
⁊0 take no farther Notice df itz but 
he is contitinally building upon: this! 
Foundation, it muſh not paſt uncenſur d 
If the Senſe of the Propoſition be, chat 
the Writers bf the New Teſtament wete al 
Jews by Religion, and believed rhe Divine 
be 110 of id OA Teſtament, and though — 
that the Prophecies of the Meſſiar were! 
fulfill d in eus; this ihdeed is true, but 
makes nothing for His Purpoaſe, who undex- 
takes to prove, that the Grounds and Reaſons 
of Cn are all rygical or allegorical, 
2.2. in his Opinion, p recatious and invalid. 
: But if our — 8 be, as more 
ainly appears from other places, that we 
plat — ih ng refer Evi for the Truth 
and Authority of the Ne Teflament, but 
what is to be fetched from the Ola, then this 
Aſſertionl is manifeſtiy falſe, and che; Support 
of his wholeDiſcourſe is evidently GG 
ble; ſince, as already has beers largel 82 
the. Miracles: of our Saviour as t 
0 A N are in R 
Zeit ddum es tuen * 


4 6 : 20” 4 ry” ' ws 
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ſolute Proof bf the Truth 8 
- lifjanei eee 2 
The is the Tg kunt runs 
out mr — — tho 
inn he . ſpeaks ſomething ſparingly, «bis 
meanibg ar laſt is expre&d withour referye. 
Thus P. 14. he! thinks fit ro obſerve, that 
the'Books of the New: — are 177 
um be Old enen oe — 2 0575 
ian iry it ſelf, us otberuiſe than at exe 
flainmg, illuſtrar ing, and confirming the 
Chi ſtiamity „ apr? a the Old Teſt 
a. 15. he ſays, Many of the Jews were, 
ofore the coming of \f Chriſt, deem d rea! 
Sir lan, and equally to believe the Goſpel 
r Chr iſtianity, - with: thoſe who were con: 
rely by the Apdſttes-: Again, p. 36. we 
find him talks] in the ſame raving manner, 
that the Gentiles ought regularly to be con- 
verted to Judaiſin, before they could, become 
Chriſtians, and qught to griund their Chri- 
ſlianity on the; 1 nt. Theſe are 
ſuch ſolemn Bu i ang can hardly be ac- 
counted for, but from Er in He pleaſes 
himſelf with this wy g Notion, rais'd and 
ſupported only by a Aforder'd imagination, 
and for a while perſonates his chimerical Cha- 
racter with ſome ſeeming conſiſtency. If you 
BY 9k at Judaiſm is Chriſtianity, he 
prove the New Teſtament to be a cor- 
rupt interpretation of the Old, that our Re- 
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Miracles can give to the Trath, is entirely 


ligion can have no Foundation but Types aud 
Prophecies; that the Goſpel Hiſtory is a for- 
gery, becauſe not in the Law and 
the Prophets; and that all the Zuidence that 


owing to ſome obſcure Prediction. But nei- 
ther ſo does he long maintain the propriety 
of his Character. Sometimes he ralks like 
Jeu, ſemetimes like a Deiſt, and ſometimes 
like ſomething worſe. Objections, whether 
from Jew or Gentile, from thoſe that wor- 
ſhip'd but one Gad, or from idolatrous Pa. 
gans, how contradictory ſoever to one ano 
ther, are all uſed by our Author without di- 
ſtinction; and hg, they deſtroy each othes, 
they areſufficient Marks of a reprobate Mind, 
and too ſurely prove, that he has /aid in his 
Heart, what he dares not utter. 
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UR Atithot's ſecond Propoſitiön is; 
2 that the Apoſtles ground and prove 
Chriſtianity from th Ol Te ament. 
He having in the former Chapter given us 
his Word and Honour, that the New Tefta- 
ment was founded on the Ola, proceeds r 
tell us here, by whom it Was ſo founded! 
namely, by the Authors of it, the Apoſtles; 
who wrote it. A notable diſcovery this; aud 
may ſerve to convince us, that the Authors 
of the New Teſtament were indeed the Au- 
thors of it. in 33 
But this is not all; he undertakes to prove 
too at laſt, what would haye been as ſeaſona- 
ble before, that the Nu Teſtament is found- 
ed on the O; and attempts to do it by a 
large induction of Particulats; which now we 
com roms, IRS oo 2 1-29 27 
The Writings of St. Matthew; St. Luke; 
and St. Paul, compleat the whole of his Ju- 
duction; the Goſpels then of St. Mart and 
St. John, with! the Eßpiſtles -of St. James, 
St. hn, St. Prler, ind St? Jude; Eats none 
of them be drawn within the limits of his Con- 
0 = TM cluſion. 


[ 24 } 


cluſion. Suppoſing then he had fully proy'd 
his Charge, for ſuch it is in his Dolun 1 the 
true Foundations of Chriſtianity. will remain 
unſhaken, ſo long as the Proofs and Grounds 
of one ſingle Goſpel are left entire. 

But we will not take this Adyantage of a. 
weak Brother; we ate ready to allow, that 
the Writings of the Apoſtles ſtand all upon 
the ſame Foundation; os we rejoyce to 
the Harmony amongſt them. We may ven- 
ture the whole of the Cauſe upon what he ca 
prove of St. Matthew's Goſpel. 

And yet it muſt be confels'd, that be has 

plainly prov d upon St. Matthew, that in his 
ſpel he has 8 appealed to, and cited 

Pall ges out of the. Books of the O/d Teſtas. 
A tis flagrant Matter of Fact, and can- 
not be deny d by St. Matthew's beſt Fran 
What is then to be done? We can only fay, 
that St. Matthew may ſpeak Truth notwi 
ſtanding. Ay, but then our Author may reply, 
that St. Matthew's Truth muſt df end upon, 
the Truth of the Ol Teſtament - tis hardy, 
Dependance is an odious thing. But ſince it 
—— have been worſe, we are content. Had 
there been no Old Teſtament in St. Matthews 
time, nor any ſuch Paſſage them extant s 
St. A uoted; St. Matthew's Veraci- 
ty might haye been call'd in queſtion.. I will 


not ſwear that ever 


Verſe in 2425 B ible ex. 
actly in the ſame "Order ee 


that AGO fg ic is in near 1700 Y cars, 
ago; 


r wo yy Te 7,” 5 TT A7 


fons ſhould. attach the Sincetity of the Au- 


© 
44, 


* 
= 


_. SJ : 
ago ; but if it be not, the Eyangeliſts Integri- 
ty, I find; twiſt anſwer for it. Hencefort 
cheretdre, Net it be a warning to all Authors, 
who value their Reputation with Poſterity, 
never more to cite a Teſtimony from any o- 
ther writing leſt various Readings and im- 
pertinent Diſcourſes of Grounds and Rea- 


chor. = "PIE vet _ FT PP 

The Books, that St. Matthew made uſe of, 
have indeed been providentially preſery d with 
greater care, and leſs, alterations, than any 
other known Writings in the World, and ſo 
St. Matthew has the leſs to anſwer for upon 
that core: Bar what Apology can be made 
for St. Paul s indiſcretion? He was an Hebreto 
of the Hebrews, but not content with his Mo- 
ther Tongue, thought fit in his Diſpures with the 
Idolatrotis Geiles, to quote Heathen Greek. 
By which means, according to our ſagacious 

ree-woriter, Chriſtianity muſt depend not ons 
ly upon the Oi Tefament, but upon the Grecp- 
an Poets allo, upon Aratus, or E uripides 5 UP» 
on Menander,Epimenides,or Callimachus. But 
to apply our Author's words, * Theſe Proofs of 
St. Paul taken out of the old Poets, and urged 
in the New Teſtament, being ſometimes either 
not to be found in the old Poets, or nat urged 
in the New Teſtament according to the literal 
and obvious Senſe, which they ſeem'd to bear 


o 


1— 


5 1 Keie 
Piſcaurſe, p. 39. ; 
3 2 


tl 3 
in their ſuppoſed. Places in the old, Po 
are therefore not Proofs according to. & 5 
laſtic Rules. Almoſt all Chriſtian Comment 


ftators on the Bible, and Advocates for th an 
Chriſtian Religion, both Ancient and Mt: to 
dern, have judg d them to be apply'd in a h 
ſecondary, or typical, or myſtical, or alleg in 
rical, or ænigmatical Senſe, i: e, in a Senf 80 


different from the obvious and literal Senſe, tl 
which they bear in the a Pete. 
1. Thus, for Example, St. Paul having 
8 to the Atheniaus the worſhip of one 
od, the Author of all we dare g ie 
e the truth of his aſſertion from; th 
Teſtimony of fome of their Poets, who. aig 
that d we are alſo. his OffÞring. N bie 
words e being word for word in the brag: 
ments of Aratus, aud no where elſe to 
found in the old Poets, are ſuppoſed to be 
taken from thence, where, according to their 
obvious Senſe, they are ſo far from Ipeaking 
of the God of Jews or Chriſtzans, in oppo; 
ſition to other Gods; that it is certain the Poet 
is there ſpeaking of an Heathen Demon, one 
Jupiter, whom he thought to be the Su- 
reme God of Heaven and Eartng. 
Again, St. Paul cites a Cretian Prophet 
to prove the CretzansLyars. d The Cretians 
are always Lyars : evil Beaſts, ſlow Bellies, 
which. Citation does not expreſily occur it 
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Ads xi. . Vid: Diſc, p. 4. 2 Tit l. 12. 
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of be literally; fulſliid. & The former gar 

5 ot ab indeed in Callimac bus. 

and accordingly are t 

f to be cited thence; aher "2 

4 T 

8 4 in whoſe | 

C Works, which have been long ſince loſt, thi 

, Verſe was ſaid to be entire, ,“ 1 

f 9.501 

« jeGing it, Sam rhe time, that Zp;menider 
© and the o, Poets were loſt. 12970 Cora 

f rounds the Truth of 

i 

F 


« all the reden Appearances are, that it had 
no ſolid Grounds? Or can Men e 
« ſuppoſe, without Proof, that St. Paul cited, 
interpreted and argued juſtly from the old 
« Poets, when we ſee he did not, The Pa- 
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Herr x 117 4 
Vid. Piſc. p. 47, i 2. 113, 113. 
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ment, with what ſucceſs let the Reader judge. 
proves ſeveral parts of 8 ft 


thew proves ſome, and St. Luke others, and 
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gans as well ar of her Enemies C Br 
« nity, can ſo eaſily ſhew the-old Poets and 
« Ft. Paul's Epiſtles to be in an trreconciles- 
« ble State, that to pretend that any Pafſages 
« in the Poets relate in their obvious and prj- 
« mary Senſe to the Doctrines of Chriſtiant. 
« ty, is to give up the Cauſe thereof; asd 
« even the moſt learned Men of the Chriftian 
& Church have undertaken to ſhew the incott- 
« ſiſtency between Taolatry and Chriſtianity. 
In this acute manner our Author argues aboiſt 
the Citations in the New Teftament from tlie 
Prophecies of the Old; and I rhink the fam 
apſwers will ferve them both, "ooo 
However, that no Injuſtice may be dong 
him, we will follow him a little cloſer. 

has undertaken to ſhew|rhat St. Matthes and 
others prove Chriſtianity from the Old Tefta- 


v3 © 


4 


He begins with ſaying, that Fr. Matrhew 


the Old Teſtament. Here again his Indutte 
on lame, for unleſs he can fflew that all the 
parts of Chriſtianity, which he ought to have 
enumerated, are founded upon the Old Teſta- 
ment by the Writers of the New, his proving 
it to be true of /everat, will not prove it to 


be true of all. If it be ſaid, that St. Mat. 


ſo of the reſt, whoſe — articulars 
compleat the whole ; this was his buſineſs, 
which he has not attempted; to do, 

EY 4 Ti 


Tis pleaſant to obſerve, what thoſe things 
are, which he calls /everal parts of Chriſlia- 
nity. Amongſt a large Catalogue of many 
other Hiſtorical Incidents, the * fawghter of 
the Infants in Bethlehem; s the Childrens 
crying in the Temple, h the Jawfulneſs of 
taking Corn in the Fields when an hungred 
e the Sabbathrdat Indexer. banging” Tners 
ſelf, and & the Prieſts buying the Potters: 
Field with hie Money, &c. theſe, with 
many more, he ſtyles ſeveral parts of Chri- 
ſtanity to be proved from the Old Teſta- 
ment. So that as we obſerv'd before, by 
Chriſtianity he means the Books of the Neu 
Teſfameut, and by thele ſeueral parts of 
Chriſtianitꝝ he does not underſtand any great 
Articles. of our Creed, or Fundamental Doc- 
trines of Religion; but only ſeveral Paſſages 
mention d by, St. Matthew in his Hiſtory of 
out Saviour. Our Author's Netions are ge- 
nerally ſo confus d, tis neceſſary to mark 
them, that we may remember, when we meet 
them again C3 * . 
His deſign then is to ſhew, that St. Mat- 
thew proves the Truth of theſe and other 
Hitherto we have gueſs'd at his meaning 
ptetty luckily, but it will be very diſficultas 
— DU Nin 34111 : 
nt i 1, 1. „Matth. xxi 13,6. 
ak i, - > 5 Matth . % bid. 
10 1 conjecture 
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2 what Notion the Author has of 4 
The Word is very familiar with him, but 
he ſeems to be an utter ſtranger to the Thing 
He has ſo long been uſed to ſheer at every 
thing Serious and Sacred, that he moſt ex 
ſes himſelf, when he is moſt in carneſt 
hat ſolemn Banter, which runs thro' his Book; 
wherein he gravely pretends to give ſuch 
Grounds and Reaſons of Chriſtianity, as he 
knows are invalid; betrays him unawares it-' 
ro the moit deſpicable weakneſs, and ſhews 
him there, where his Arguments are the moſt 
labour'd, to be the greateſt burleſque a 
reaſonable Creature. Tis very juſt that he, 
who /eaning to his own Under ſtanding, will 
chuſe ro go upon rotten Grounds, ſhould ſtums- 
ble and fall into error and confuſion; and 'ris' 
uſeful for the World that thoſe, who are wiſ# 
above what is written, and ſo fond of pro- 
ducing their //ronug Reaſons againſt the Al 
mighty and his Revelations, ſhould ſhew their 
Blindneſs by their Blunders ; and the DulneſF 
of their Apprehenſions by the Hardneſ5 of 
their Hearts; that fo the unwary ſimple, may 
not be ſeduced by their loud pretences to Free- 
thinking, but 10 idle obſerver may hehoſd 
the toten: ff ly in their Fo#eheads, who 
fay in their Hearts there is no Gοt | -* 
But to return to our Author. St. Matthew 
proves,(&c. proves them, how? Why by ſhew- 
ing, that they are agreeable to-the Waun. 
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Lat to be proved in this manner 7 Or daes 
St. Matthew attempt any ſuch Proof? No, 
he relates them upon! the Fuirh of an HMaſto- 
rian, and if his own Cyeuit be not fafficient, 
no orher evidence can eſtabliſn the Truth of 
his Hiſtory. But it ſcems Sr. Matthew: 
plies to Our avi, the 'Expreſſions of 
Prophets; thoſe Citations are called Proof 
of Matters of Fact, and then thoſe Pyruoſ ate 
declar d invalid. Amongſt other things lie 
tells us, that out Saviout's Sating with Publi- 
cans and Sinners is proud from Haſc vi. 6. 
Our Saviour; in anſwer to the Phariſees. who 
blamed him for converfing with Publicans, 
bids. them conſider rhe meaning of that ex- 
preſſion in ea, I will bade Mercy and not 
Sacrefice; that they might ſee how reaſona- 
ble his Conduct was in calling Sinners to Re- 
pentance. This; it ſeemsz is one of St. Mas- 
thew's end x Article of Chriſtia- 
nity thus prov d i8, that the Children cry/d 
Ho aanabs to the Son of David =, becauſe when 
the chief Prieſts — apy at theſe Saluta- 
tions, our Sayiour reminds them of a Paſſage 
ja the P/abns® very applicable. to this occa- 
ſion; and thus; wherever he finds the O1 
Teſtament quoted in the New, without further 


then infers; GED 
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Evidence ſach-a:Matter of Fact has ever had, 
was its remote reſemblance to ſome Paſſage in 
the Old Tefanamt. n nd 18 
la this abſurd bundle of Collections are 
mention d ſome Matters of Fact, Which are 
plainly foretold by the Prophets; ſuch as oun 
Saviour's Birth m Bethlehem, his convert 
ſing in the Land of Zebulon and Nephthalig 
and his riding on an Afs into 4 Jeruſalem O 
thers are ſuch; as the Evangeliſt has only ap- 
ply'd ſome Expreſſions of the Prophets to by 
way of alluſion in this Rank we may place, the 
ſlaughter of the' Infants, our Sawiour's ſpeak: 
ing in Parables, und the Childrens icr:ying ty 
the Temple. All theſe are Matters of Fact, 
which St. Matthew, he ſays, proyes from the 
Old Teſtament: Amongſt them is nam d 

Fundamental Doctrine of all Religion, which 
is juſtly prov'd by our Saviour from the Books 
of Moſes, viz. The Reſurrection of the Dead. 
But how this Doctrine can be call'd part of 
St. Matthew's Hiſtory, Tod be reckon d a- 
mongſt Matters af Fact, for tuch is his No- 
tion of Chriſtianity, I cannot imagine. 
He proceeds (. 6.) with the tame Spirit 
of Stupidity to ſay, that Jeſus himſelf is re- 
preſented (Luke xxiv. 15— 22.) 40 proving 
the truth of Chriſtzanity from the Law and 
the Prophets, to two of his Diſeiples, to whom 
he appear d at Emmaus, after his Reſurrecti- 
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on. Bat What did he this Prove unto them? 
Was it the Truth of hig precious Death and 
Paſſion; or ofhisglorioꝑs Rèſdrrection 0 
which they had feen an card, and Which 
themſelvẽs were to be madef fHFAIRbIE Wind: 
ſes of? No; theſe un e cither new, 
or were t6 kfiow by their: Senfes. What he 
undertoo to prove ffom th OldTe/tathznt,, 
was not the_Truth of Matter of Fact, but tlie 
Prediftions of the Prophets; Hot haf Ye 

did die and riſe again; but that the Sctiptures 
had foretol that Chr pe f HR, 
things bfr“ ht entered" intb bi Gh, His. 
Diſciples-were ſeduced by the Example of 
the Multitude, and the Po2br of their Spe- 
riors, to beliè ve all the 93 Titles, but to 
overlook the èxtreme Humilintion of their 
Meſſiah" tho they were oh forctold;* with: 
equal clearneſs and certainty, by their own 
Prophets. Our Saviour therefore very juſtly 

upbraids them with their unbelief and Hard- 
nels of Heart; with being ünteaſonably pte. 
vail d upon to believe, that he, whom they 

had ſeen to work ſo many Miracles in juſtifi- 

cation of His Pretences; whom the had of. 
ten heard foretelſi 1 he bh ber to 

Death; and o the third Day tiſe agam ; yet 
that, as ſoon as they ſaw he was with"w:cked 


84 
lieve the glad Tydings of his Reſurrection, * 
upon the moſt credible Reports. He theres” * 
fore very juſtly expoſtulated wich them, and 
blamed them for their backwardneſs to be- 5 
lieve upon reaſonable Gronnds, before he diſ is 
cover d himſelf to them, and gave them that {1 
ſenſible conviction, which in the Nature of. r 


Things, the generality of Mankind could not; 


haye. 


Thus far, to give light to a Paſſage, which 
our Author's confuſion had obſcur d; but here 
I have ſomething worſe to complain of in him 
than a. Spirit of Blindneſs; here he ſeems to 
be poſſz/#'d with a more pernicious Spirit of 
Error, and to be fallen in love with Non- 
ſenſe, in order to commit his darling Sin, Vis. 
Blaſpbemy againſt the Holy Spirit. He not 
only ſeems to ſneer at the 3 of 1. 
Reſurrection, which had been reported 
certain Women upon the Credit of Angels *, 
thoſe are, his words; but by the help of a 
falſe Comma, repreſents our Saviour as cal 
tis Diſciples Fools ſor believing, what the 

N 27 3 I will fer 21 + 

age, an et the Reader judge; 7 
| « — their disbelief of his Reſurrecti- 
« on, Which had been pane; to thees: by. 
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* N. B. Left this piece of Wit fhould if t 2 1 en 
repeats it again, p. 255. in this manner, When the Diſciples 
were firſt told of the Reſurrettion of Jeſus by very unexceptions- 


ble Wineſſes, Women of _— WONG dans mou 
4: an idle Tale. | 


| © I « certain 
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« certain Women of their acquaintance; up- 
« on the Credit of Angels; ſaid unto them, 
« O Fools, and flow. of Heart, to believe 
« all that the Prophets have ſpoken.” There 
is no room to ſuſpect a falle print, if you con- 

ſider the minute Corrections of the Er- 

rata. 

His citations from 8 od Fabia 

have no very favourable Aſpect, but ſince he 

thought fit to conceal his Malice, let it be 

buried in ſilence; his firſt pleaſure i is, to ſpeakz 

his next, to hear, impiety. 

_ 'Tis hardly worth while to obſerve, chat he 

finds the ſame ridiculous Proof for Chriſtia- 

pity (from Luke xxiv. 44, Sc) where our 

Nord reminds his Diſciples that he had ſuffer d 
nothing but what the nen as well as * 
ſelf foretold. 

His next fling i is at St. Peters 8 ech re- 
corded Acts ii, 12—16. where St. eter puts 
the Scoffers in mind, that it being but nine 
in the Morning, ſoch a number of Men could 
not reaſonably be ſuppoſed to be diſorder d 
with Wine ſo early. Oar Author is willin 
to have it believed, that this was the on 
gabe 7 could be given, _ thoſe e 

e in ſo many Lan „ the wonder- 
ful Morte ef —_ not drunk with 
Wine. He then obſerves * St. Peter 
concludes (with the fame ſtrength of Reaſon 
he would have it beliey d) with proving the 
ReſurreRion of Jeſus fromthe Plaime. St. Pe- 

| ter 
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ter does indeed prove undeniably from the 
Pſalms, that the promis'd Aeſjah-awas to riſè 
again; but that Jeſu⁰νẽ did actually riſe again 
from the dead, and aſcend viſibly" into Hea- 
ven, he proves bythe unexceptionable Teftt: 
mony of himſelf and the reſt of the A ſpoſtles; 
who were Witneſſer of thoſe things. 
The ſame Abſurdity he attempts to faſten 
upon St. Paul at Antioch, Ads xiii.” and with 
a ſurprizing impudence tells us, that St. Paul 
endeavours to —_ to the Fews, that the 
Hiſtory of Jelus was 'contain'd in the Old 
Teſtament. - St: Paul tells the 272 that 
they who had put Jeſus to death, bad fulfill d 
the Voices of the Prophets. Is this proving 
that the Hiſtory of Jeſus is ee in the 
Old Teſtament ! St. Paul likewiſe cites I/ xlix. 
6. where the Meſſiah i is repreſented as @ lig bt 
ro the Gent iler, as well as the reftorer. of 
Iſrael: and that Chriſt had accordingly conv 
manded the GD hould be — 4 r All 
Nations; from this our wiſe Author is pleafed 
to infer, that Paul and Barnabas were (in 
their own opinion) commanded in the Olu 
Teſtament to preach. the Goſpel: to the Cen- 
riler. There is indeed nothing ſo ſtupid for 


Writers of this Claſs to ſay; but this 


tual confounding of Prophec 7 and Hiſtory; 


uments in ri- 
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reads, can confute them, argues them to be 
given up by. Gaduto a reprobate Mind. 
P. . In the Diſpute about the Gentile Con- 
verts, Act xv. he ſays, Aſter ſpcec her nde 
by Peter, Barnabas, and Paul, James concludes 
the point fram the Old Teſſament d om whence, 
in all probability, all their Angumente were 
taben. Here every particular is miſrepreſented, 
in order to give a little ſtrength to e oh 
ment; for geitherdid James conclude, nor r- 
ter, Barnabas, and Paul, bring any Ar 
from the Old Tuſtament; but from the Reaſon 
of the thing, and the Conſideration of the Mat- 
ter of Fact. See likewiſe Act x. 34. xi: 17. 
St. James eites a paſſage in mat, which well 
expreſſes the Senſe of the geſt, to ſnew that the 
Event was agreeable to the Writings of the 
Prophets, but draws not the concluſion from 
him, and only mentions the Name of Moſes, 
without any quotation at all: But this ma 
paſs for a Proof with our Free- thinker, who 
ſeems to have no other Notion of Scripture 
proofs, than what his Nurſe taught him. But 
the things in debate, he tells us, had long be- 
fore been matters of Controverſy among the 
Jeu. What had it been debated before the 
birth of Chriſt, whether it was neceſſary for 
the Chriſtians to be circumcis' d? If not, our 
Author is a ain jangler, and knows net 
what he ſays, nor whereof he aim. 
P. 10. He mentions the Bereans with the 
fame impertinent blunder, as being Highly 


extoll 
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extoll'd for ſearchivg whether the Apoſtles 

had proved Chriſtianity from the Old Teſta: 
Danke n Ht acts 3 | 


ABER roa LARRY . 
But be ſhews himſelf with great Advantage 
in the next P h, where he ptetends to 
explain St. Pauls Meaning Act xvi: 6. I 
ftand and am jadged for the Hope \ of the 
Promiſe made by God unto our Fathers. 
That is, ſaith our Author, for reaching Chri- 
ftianity or the true Doctriur of the Old Tef: 
rament. To this ſhining Contradiction 1 
have nothing to add, but to deſire it may be 
remembred, that in order to be a Chriſtian, 
tis neceſſary; to know that thoſe Things 44 
come, which Moſes and the Prophets did 
fay ſhould come; or in other Words, that it 
is a fundamental Article of our Creed, that 
Je ſus is the Chriſ. 22 
He would inſinuate in the next Quotation that 
St. Paul ſays ! Jeſus roſe again the third Day 
according to the Scriptures; tho the Scrip- 
tures, he thinks, faid no ſuch thitig: Andhe 
believes that the Siga of Jonas the Prophet 
is the only Argument that can be brought for 
that Opinion. But here too; according to 
cuſtom, he is greatly miſtaken: That the 
Meſſias was to riſe again, appears abundantly 
from the Old Teſtament ; but the Circum- 
Nance of the third Day is not clearly men- 
tion d, but in the Type of the Prophet Jo- 
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nat; and yet St. Paul might be allow d to 
ſay, what he knew chaowrhethic Day Jeſus 
T0 le: -again according to che — with- 
out indending to fu that the Scriptures — 
foretold it ſhould be on the third Day. 

who told our Author that by the ns 
St. Paul meant only the Writings of the 
Old Teſtament? The Goſpels: of St. Mat- 
thew, St. Mark,” and St. Luke were all writ- 
ten before St. Paul wrote his firſt Epiſtle to 
the Corinthians, from whence this Paſſage is 
cited; and whatever: our Author may think 
of thoſe Hiſtories „St. Paul acknowledged 
their Authority, and has expteſly quoted, as 
Scripture, Words, which are not where to be 
found exactly but in St. Lute's Goſpel: The 
Labourer is a of a Rowar' vT im. v. 
18. Luke x. 7. 

But, as he oroceedd, be grows in Idfalenve. 
* Moſt Divine, he lays, is St. Paul's Argu- 
ment in his Epiſile to the Galatians, to prove 
Chriſtianity to the eus in the Old Teſta- 
ment. I beg the Reader's Patience while 1 
examine what grounds he can 0s 4 Shis 
impious Scoff. 

St. Paul's deſign in chis Epiſtle ist to prove, 
according to the Decree of the . Council re- 
corded Act xv. that the Chriſtian Religion 
alone is ſufficient for Salvation, without ob- 
— the Law of Wen This Wy hes 
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ſheiwn by ſeveral Arguments drawa from the 
Nature and Deſign both of the Fewsh, and 
Chriſtian. . Thus from the nature 
of the Law he argues that Remiſſion of Sins 
could not be obrain'd by the Law, ſince 
every Sinner was — laid under a Curſe, 
AN, Sh 10, II, 12. And, 

bat even abſolute Obedience to the Law, 
which yet no Man had ever perform ;-tho! 
it would have ſaved the 5 from the 2 

tence of Condemnation, from the Curſe of 

the Law, could have given him no right to 


the Bleſſings promis d to Abraham and his 
Seed, iii. 15—18. 
That the Low was s dehign'd ouly to diſco- 


ver the Guilt and Puniſhment due to Sin, and 
was intended by God to laſt no longer than 
till the Seed ſhould come, to whom the Pro- 
miſe of Salvation to Jew . and Gentile Was 
made. iii. 19, 23, 24. Ch. iv. 1-4. 
That the Death of Chrift had been to #0 
Pur poſe, if the Law could have made us 
Rig hteous. ii. 1. 

That the Chriſtian Religion muſt be con- 
cluded acceptable to God, ſince its Profeſſors 
were cnduid with the miraculous Gifts of the 
Holy Ghaſt. iii. 2—5. 


That Chriſtians believing the Promiſes of 
God, as Abraham did, are juſtify'd, avd ſhall 


b2'bleſs'd as Aral is. Chap. iii 69. 
_ By ſeveral Arguments of this kind, I = 
the Apoſtle having room that all thoſe 
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who believe in Chriſ, are juſtify:d, from all 
_ from which they could not beyuſtify'd 
by the Law of Moſes, proceeds to the Paſ- 


fage now under canſtderation,; where,the: Ar- 
gument he uſes I take te be this; The Blel- 


ſings promis d to Abraham and his- Poſterity 
were not extended to the Inmac lites and 


Hagarent, but in Iſaat only might his Seed 
be called; and in chat Seed ſhould, all. the 


Nations of the Earth be bleſſed: S0. tnt the 
Gentiles without Circumciſion were Heirs and 


Children of the Promiſe: made to Abraham, 
before he was circumeis d, while the L/hmaes- 


ites, notwit | eee, 
were excluded fromit. And if Circumciſion 


could not entitle the Iſhmaelites, much leſs 
could the Law of Moſes, which was given 


tour hundred and fifty. Years after, give any 


Right to che Jeu to elaim the Hleſſings of 


the Promiſe, or exclude the Gentiles from 
their Inheritance for not ſubmitting o that 


heavy Yoke: Since then neither citeumci- 
ſion nor uncircumciſton ayaileth any thing in 


thoſe that believe the Goſpel: ſinc the Law - 


of Moſes could not annex Conditians to the 
free Promiſes of God, we are ſtill at liberty 


to reject that, and inherit them. Let ur 


therefore ſtand faft in tbe liberty wherewith 
Chriſt har malle ar fre, and not be entangled 
2 in iht Toke f Bondage, which. nei. 


vn Nat bert mor we. were able to bear 


This is — Argument, Which is 
es 2 


work d 
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Vert 23. But he bo war 
on, Wat born ' 
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by a Free-Woman.' 


work'd' up into a beautiful Allegory 
to perſudde the Reader to yield the more 

readily to the Evidence of Truth. 
A cloſer Explication of the Apoſtle's Words 
will now make * 1 of Reaſoning bene 
underſtòod. . 
Ver. 21. Tell me, 
der the Law; 


# * 
. 20111 


in order 


3057 70 


eig enn 


ye bat deſire to be un- 
ye Chriſtians, that think it 
neceſſary to N do ye not hear 
the Lau? Do ye not _— what is Written 
in the Books of 'Moſes 7: | 
Ver. 22. For ifis there written, that Abra- 


ham'had'two Sons, therone by a Bond: Maid, 
the other 


3 


T1 TOyQ e. 528 \ 


202 


Gf, the, Bond- 
er the Fleſh ; but he af 
the Fpet-Womimn uu 'by\ promiſe; e. ſh- 
mae] the Son of Hagar was born 
Courſe ef Nature, but Iſaar the Son 8 
rah bythe Promiſe" of G odo 


by the 


[4 


Ver. 24. Which" things are an Allegory, 


Ver. 25. Fur this 


A110 


for theſe are the tuo Covenants; therone 


om Mount Sinai, which gendereth: to Ban- 


Jod 


date? which is Hagar. 
7. e To the di 


1 


rent Conditions of Hagar 
and Sarah may the two different Religions of 
Jews and Chriſtians be ſuly cumparril: The 
jewiſn Law, which was delivered from Mount 
Sinai, keeps all the Sont or Subjetts, it ar- 
; quires, in a State of Bondage, as Hagar did. 
Hagar ir Mount Sinai 
1 Arabia, „ ro Jeruſalem at 


u0W 
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now 45, and is in Bondage with her Children 
i. e. Hagar in the Compariſon corteſponds 
to Jeruſalem, that is ſtill W to! che Mo- 
ſaic Law. yin W 
Ver. 26. But Peruſalem;that is have is 


free, and is the Mother of us all; 1. e. The 


Goſpel, which came from Heaven, is a Law of 
Liberty, and makes ene free from 
the Jewiſh La nee 

Ver. 27. For it " vrtten, Rejoice ban 
barren, Se bi 
i. e. To "bis FANS 88 theſe 
Words of the Prophet-may-juſtlybe applyid. 
This Church of the Firſt-bora tho? once: few 
in number, has now many more Sons than 
the Jeuiſh Church. g. 

Ver. 28. Note de, Brethren, as Tfaar nid, 
are the Children of promi ſe.; ie. the Chriſ- 
_—_— cncreales Dyes. he 1 
Coche Ln n N 

Ver. 29. But as FITS He 1 
after the Fleſhs: perſecuted him bn Was 
born. after the 92 even ſo is is now; i. e. 
as Iſhmael mocked 1 laat, ſo fhoJowy: perſecute 
the Chriſtians... NO ws, Bn 

Ver: 30. Nevertheleſs «what: faith the 
Scripture 2 -Caſt-out the Bond-Homan. and 
her Son, for tbe: Son of the Bond i omas 
ſhall not be Heir with the Sun H the Free- 
Woman ?. i. . As Iſbmael no Dub ſtandi 
he was Abraham's Son, was diſinherited; 15 
the * tho' they boaſt themſelves to be 
Abraham's 


0 
[9p] 
Abraham's Children, ſhall not inherit with 
Chriſtians the Promiſes made to _ Poſterity 
of faithful Abraham. l 
Ver. 3. So then, Brelieei, we' are not 
Children of the Bond Woman but of the 
Free; i. e. we are not ſubject to the Law, 
bur tothe Goſpel ; ſtand faſt therefore in the 
Liberty, which the Goſpel allo We. 
This Argument is more largely deduced in 
the ninth Chapter of the Nomans; but from 
what has been already ſaid, I hope it is ſub 
ficiently clear, that the Apoſtle s Diſcourſe i 81 
juſt and concluſive, and the Allegory 
nent and rational. The Similiruds is 2 urpri- 
zingly exact, and wonderful illuſtrates; rhe 
diſtinguiſhing Properties of the Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian Religion. So groundleſs are our 
Author's inſults; ſo little reaſon had he to 
Tidicule u St. Pauls divine Diſternment:in 
finaing ſuch a ſecret 
Jo plain a Piece of Hiſtory: 
He continues in the fame ſtrain of Inlo- 
lence, and tells us, that St. Paul throughout 
his Epiſtles reaſons in the ſame divine man- 
ner from the Old Teſtament, which accor 
to him was able to matt Men wiſt unto $a 
vur ion. St. Paul's Reaſons are always juſt, 
and have never yet been refuted by tha Ene- 
mies of Rel on,” how falſely ſoever they 
may be repreſented. Ve have already ſeen 
— — af — 
N A a "+ Ste Bite. p 93. 1 13 03. (ns 4: 
© n ILY how 


is wy wet PILL — — 


rritual An n 


ind... ie + Maa __ 4 hd " ane 


—"_ —___ 


FF MP 0 ÜͤÄ—Eff᷑̃] AA 


SY MB” VWww "x»= eee * 


951 


how St. Nau has ſhewn the, Iaſufficiency of 
the Jewiſßh Reli igion ro B55 8 3 and now 
our Author produces him bug Are that the 
Old Team is. alone ſufficient to. that 

poſe. St. Paul does indeed tell 7 hes, 
that the Screptures. were able. to. make him 


w/e unto Salvation: But how axe, the Sori 
. able to do this ? it follow s in the eb A 
Words, 3. b 4 Faith ubich it in CHRIST 
JESUS. did our Author omit theſe 
laſt Words? Did he ſee, they would deſtroy 
his Concluſion, and yet belieye, that nobody 
elſe would perceiye it? Could he be weak 
enough to think, his Readers would de ſo. ea- 
ſily deceiv'd 2. . 

In the next Words he not . miſcuores, 
but miſinterprets too. St. Pant; he fays, a; 
ſerts himſelf aud others to be e ers of 
the New. Teſtament, as being ers not 

of the Letter, but of the & yes OF THE 

AIP, i.e. of the gl ament ſpiritually 
underſtood. 

He has ri ty ut into the Errata, 
the Law, iy go printed for Words HM 
Scripture, which they are not; yet his Com- 
ment upon them, as if they were St. Paul's 
Words, he has left ſtill ſtanding. But this is 
not all; his Expoſition is directly contrary to 

the Apoſtle's meaning, which is: plainly this, 
(od th lc . +8 be era 


4 
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Neu Covenant"; to be Miniſters not of 1 
Written Lau, that barely points ont. our 
Duty; but of the 'Holy Ghoſt, © that gives 
Strength to perform it: not of external Or- 


dinances, but of inward Purity: not of the 
Law of "Moſes, but of N 271] SRI 
Nie farther charges St. Paul with endea- 
_ vouring to prove, eſpecially in his Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews, that Chriſtianity was contain d 
in the Old Teſtament, and was implyd in 
the Jewiſb Hiſtory and Law, both 2h he 
makes T 17 and Shadows of Chriſtianity. 
To this wife Affirmation tis ſufficieut to reply, 
that if St. Paul thought the Old Teſtament 
contain'd only Types and Shadows of Chriſti- 
anity, he could not think it contain'd Chrz/- 
tianity it felf . I 239 
But our Author takes not one ſtep without 
a Blunder, witneſs his next Paragraph. The 
grand and fundamental Article of Chriſita- 
nity war, that 7205 F Nazareth was the 
Me ſſias of the eus predifted in the Olu 
Teſtament : And hot could that appear and 
be pro d, but from the Old Teſtament ?- Does 
the Old Teſtament ſay that Jeſus of Nuza- 
reth is the ME SSIAS ? That he did actu- 
ally die and-riſe again according to the Serip- 
tures? Is this to be prov'd from the ON 
„Teſtameſd 7), lbz £01 4 303 
His concluſion from all this is, that tlie 
Books of the Old Teſtament once were, and 
ſtill ought to be, the ſole Canonical Scriptures. 


: The 
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The Cavil here is, that the Books of the 
New Teſtament were not receiv'd into the 
Canon ' before they Were wrote. If he fell 
wants an Anſwer, I'refer him to his old Ac - 
quaintance Phileleutherus Liꝑſienſis. 
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RE MARKS on Cue. VIII 


UR Author having endeayour'd tofhew, 
not only that Chr:ſtranity is founded 
en Fudaiſm *, but is likewiſe contain d in the 
Old Teſtament *, and is no other than Juda- 
:/m explain'd and ſet in a due light e, pro- 
ceeds here to ſhew, with his uſual conſiſtency, 
that it is only myſtical Judai ſin, or the Al- 
legorical Senſe of the Old Teſtament d. Ne- 
vertheleſs, that we may not miſrepreſent his 
Senſe, which is never good, we will expoſe 
it in the very terms, under which he has 4% 
gutis'd it in this place ©; tho' in other parts 
of his Book he ſpeaks with leſs reſerve. The 
Propoſition, he undertakes to prove, is this; 
iS. The Proofs for Chriſtianity, taken out 
of the Old, and urged in the New Teſtament, 
are typagaty-:or allegorical Proofs. We have 
ſeen already, that he calls every citation out 
of the Old Teſtament a Proof of Chrſtianity. 
What he means by typical, or allegorical, 
will be apparent from the Reaſons he aſſi 
of their being ſo. Theſe Proofs are apply'd 
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in a Senſe different from the obvious and li- 
teral Senſe in the Old Teſtament, and ſome- 
times nat to be found there at all; they are 
therefore not Proofs; according ta Scholaſtic 
Rules, but are ſecondary, or typical, or myſtt- 
cal, or allegorical, or enigmatical Proofs. 
He would have us believe, that the Rules of 
allegorical reaſoning, difter from the common 
Rules of Grammar and Logic *; | that the 
Maxims- of reaſoning among the wiſe," are 
oppoſite to thoſe of Chriſtians s; that alle- 
gorical reafoning is the only reaſoning proper 
to bring Men to the Faith of Chriſt z. that 
the wiſe were therefore the lateſ Converts, 
and are now brought into the Goſpel by the 
ſpiritual Reaſoners, who" have beaten the 
wiſe out of their Maxims of reaſoning. He 
lays, b that all modern Religioniſie are fond 
of Allegories, but that Atheiſte, and Deiſta, 
and Sadducees, and Jews; and ſuch rational 
Creatures, as Mr. . argue againſt them as 
abſurd in themfelves. Tbo' be thinks the 
Jeu act inconſiſtently, ſince they cannot 
eſtabliſh their own beſief of a Meas to come, 
without ufing the allegorical Met had, By 
this time I preſume bis meaning is evident. 


J 
_ His buſineſs then is to ſhew, that all the 
Arguments, urg d by the Apoſtles in behalf of 
Chriſtianity, are falſe; tis ours to enquire 


with what ſucceſs he has done it. 
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is firſt inſtance of a falſe Proof, is that'of 
St. Matthew, Chap. i. 22, 23. * All this was 
done that it might be fulfilld which was 
* ſpoken of the Lord by the Prophet, 110 
e ing, behold a Virgin ſhall be with Chi 
« and ſhall bring forth a Son, and they ſhall 
« call his Name Emmanuel. 

The Objections, which our Author has 
borrow'd from the Jeu againſt this Paſſage 
in St. Matthew, may be reduced to the four 
following Particulars... They ſay, 

1. That Almah ſignifies not a i Virgin, but 
a young Woman. 

2. hey her Son was nam'd Emmanuel, and 
* 72 ö 
| — this Emmanuel was born in che 
Days of Abas. 

4. That the Birth of Jeſus could be no ſign 
to Aba. 

To return a diſtinct anſwer to theſe i in or- 
der, we ſay, 

1. That the word Alnah is uſed only in 
1 other places of Scripture , and in ev 
one of them may, and in ſome of them muſt 
ſignify a Virgin," as the LXX have here 
tranſlated it. And therefore, tho' it ſhould 
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Gen. xxiv. 43. Ex l. 8. PL 1xviii 27. Cant! L 2. vi. 7. 
Frov. IXI 19. 


s derivation from dy to cover, in oppoſition to unco- 
ver the nakedneſs, i. n to the Hebrew Idiom. 
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thew may be "excuſed at leaſt for following 
the Verſion of the Fews, who had thus ren- 
dred it many Years before, and that very jaſt- 
ly too, fince the Prophet gives it as a Jig 


and a Yonder, inſtead of any Miracle that 


Abaz could have required to have been 


wrought, either in the depth or in the heighth 


above. PAs 

2. Tis well known that in the Hebrew 
Languague fo be call d, ſignifies to be m. This 
Prediction might therefore be verify d in Je- 
ſus, who being manifeſted in the Fleſh, was 
really Emmanuel, and truly GOD with us. 


Nec tam preſentes alibi cognoſcere Di vos. 


3. The 7eu pretend, that this Emmanuel 
was Hezekiah the Son of Ahaz; and our 
Author affirms with more than Few confi- 
dence, that he was the Son of the Propheteſs, 
Ifai. viii: 4. who concerv'd and bare a Son, 
who was nam'd Emmanuel; whereas T/azah 
was then exprefily commanded by the Zord 
to call his Name Haber. ſpalat haſh-baz. And 
as for Hezekiah, he, being twenty and five 
Tears old when he began to Reign n, and his 
Father Ahasz reigning only ſixteen Tears*, 
muſt have been born ſeveral Years before the 


time of this Prophecy. AGM 
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4. Aba had rejected any gu, that could 
be given, and therefore no ſigu was given to 
him But to the Houſe of David in fear and 
danger was this Miracle of Mercy and Salva- 


tion promis d. Hear ye no, O Houſe of 


David, the Lord himſelf will give LECHEM, 
YE a Sign. They knew that HHilob was to 


come from Fudah, and the promis'd Seed of 


the Woman from David; but leſt they ſhould 
deſpond, the Proms/e is renew'd as a certain 
Sign, that Fey ſhould never be deſtroy d, till 
it was accomphiſh'd. They, that had this mark 


of the Divine Favour, needed not fear, what 


Man could do unto them. 

If ir be ſtil} objected, that the Birth of Je. 
fas could not be the Sign of a thing that hap- 
pen'd 700 Years before, let it be remembred 


Prognoſtic, but ſometimes only a Miracle or 
Wonder, as the Reader may find in ſeveral 
Texts here quoted p, where the word in the 
Original is the ſame, tho' our Exgliſh tranſla- 
tors have rendred it variouſſr . 
Tbbeſe Arguments are, I'think, in the main 
to be found in Biſhop Kidder's demanſiration 
of the Meſſias, which I the rather mention, 
becauſe amongſt a cloud of Witneſſes, whom 


I have had neither opportunity nor Inclina: 


tion to examine, he cites that Aut bor, az 
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P Jer. xxx. 22. Exod. iii. 12. 1 Sam. ii. 34. Iſai. zxxvii. 30. 


Jer. xliv. 23, 30. 12 
1 having 


that the word Sign does not always ſignify a 


„K 


ſideration of à fair 
ſhould not have a 


Bounds of good Manners. Had he at all re- 
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having recourſe to Types and Alle 
having endeavour'd to prove that theſe pt 
of Iſaiab are esd to . 'Birth 9625 
ſis, in their lireral Senſe. '7 
Theſe Reaſons are not teens the 


; and tho' they 
rd enti 
ye kept him within: the 


yer they might 


rded the Truth of the caſe,” he would not 
ve call'd the Birth of the Meſſias 4 Banter 
inflead of a Sign 4, nor have ridiculed the 
proper Sign of this Prophecy according to his 
own interpretation, as if all divine Signs were 
no more than lucky Conjectures, that a Male 
Child Pond be bes within a Tear or cu 
The only material Objection to this inter- 
pretation is, that the two following Verſes 
ſeem to determine the Birth of Emanuel to 
that time. Mr. I hi tan, in order to ſolve 
this difficulty, ' contends for 4 diſlocation in 
this place, and thinks that the natural order 
of theſe three Chapters, as even of the whole 
Book of Iſaial, is very much diſturb d. But 
there is no ne to take ſo dd a ſtep in 
Criticiſm. - The words, as they ſtand, may 
be fairly reconcif'd'to St. Matis Citation 
if the 8 Verſe only be apply d to the Bi 
of as 1 WE the our 2 16 den er 
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be underſtood J Shear jaſhub. the - Prophets 
Son, in the following mauner. 

Jaiah is commanded by the Lord V. 3. ito 
go with Shear, jaſbub his young Son, to 
meet Aba, in order to encourage the king 
and his Country to take np Arms againſt two 
confederate Kings, Regin and Pekah,; that 
ſeem'd invincible. He promis'd them Delive- 
rance; and, as a token of his Veracity, un- 
dertook to confirm it by any Miracle chat 
Ahaz ſhould ask. But that impious King, 
having renounced the Worſhip of the true 
God, declin'd all intercourſe with his Prophet; 
whereupon [/a:ah gave the Royal Family two 
Signs of God's Fayour and Protection. One 
future, the Birth of Chrz/?, to ſpring from their 
Race, which conſequently muſt be preſerv'd 

till then, how much ſoever it was threatned 
with impending Ruine. The other preſent, 
that notwithſtanding their inſtant Fears and 
Dangers, they ſhould continue to enjoy the 
Fruits of the Earth (a Land flowing with Milk 
and Honey being the known deſctiption of 
the Land of Canaan) till Shear: jaſbub, there 
preſent, ſhould grow to Years of Diſcretion; 
and that before that time the two great Ene: 
ries to the Houſe of David ſhould both be 

ain 15 10 

The tranſition from . to Shears 
jaſbub may be though t too nice and imper- 
ceptible, but unleſs this be allow'd, it will be 
found very difficult to aſſign a Reaſon = = 
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Order given to the Prophet to carry his Son 
with bim to — — it be granted, all 
other difficulties vaniſh, and it immediately 
appears, how Iſaiah and his Sons were for 
Signs and for Monders in Wrael. I viii. 18. 
Whether Iam happy enough to have any 
Commentators agree in this Opinion, I know 
not; however I have taken the common li- 
berty of propoſing, what ſeems to me to be 
reaſonable, which I hope will not be cenfur'd 
till J abuſe it, by not ſubmitting to better Ar- 
guments. „ 2008. Münk 3664317 
But if this conſtruction of the | Prophecy 
appears precarious to any one; I have this 
farther to urge, that neither St. Matthew nor 
our Religion need any conjectures to ſup- 
port them. For, tho? a preſent Deliverer 
were ſuppos'd to be then promis d to the 
Zews, St. Matthew might rightly apply that 
Promiſe to our Saviour, who was more truly 
Emmanuel, than any other that could be 
born of a Woman; and whatever Promiſes 
were at any time made to the Jets, they 
were look d upon as Pledges only, and Ear- 
neſts and Beginnings, of that compleat De- 
liverance, which the 2 under the ſo 
often promis'd Meſſiah. Thus many *. 
are attributed to David, which more truly 
belong to the Son of David : And tho ex- 
cellent things be 9 of Solomon and his 
Reign; yet ſtrictly. can they be apply d to 
none, but a greater _ Solomon ;- © : 
701 ut 
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bet that Son of David, who is likewiſe Da. 
vid's Lord. The Prophets, when they men- 
tion the Return of the Jews from Captivity, 
ſeldom ſtop ſhort there; but full of Wonder 
and Joy, they run on to the completion of 
the Jewiſh Converſion to the CHriſtian 
Church, ¶ hen the Earth ſhall be fil'd with 
the Knowledge of the Lord, as the Waters 

cover the Seas. | 
Suppoſe after all, that we fhould be willing 
to give up this Prophecy to our Author, and 
rant that Iſaiah does not here predict the 
irch of the Me/ſias ; What is the Conſe- 
quence ? Does it therefore follow that Jeſus 
was not born? What if his Birth had never 
been foretold? Is nothing true, which has 
not been prophely'd of ? or does St. Mar- 
thew cite this Paſſage as a Proof of bis 
Narration? He relates indeed the Miracle, 
and applies the Prophecy; but the Proof of 
the Fact depends not upon Iſaiab's Predicti- 
on, but St. Matthew's: Teſtimony. St. Luke 
relating the ſame thing, does not ſupport it 
with any Citation from the Prophets; is 
therefore his Hiſtory leſs to be credited, as 
being more deficient in Point of Proof ? Or 
is there the leaſt 2 that St. Mat- 
thew intended it as a Proof ? But our Author 
perhaps will blame St. Marthew for applyi 
to eas a Prophecy that did not to 
kim. It would be more to his Purpoſe to 


ew any Character of the Mefios, that is 
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not jnconteſtably found in 7er. If 'this 
Prophecy did relate to the Meſffat, it was 
certainly fulfilPd in our Saviour; if it were 
not ſpoken of the Me tar, it was at leaſt ap- 
plicabie to the Birth of Fefts ; and accor- 
dingly St. Matthew has juſtly apply*d it, 
even in the ſiteral, obvious, and imat 
Senſe of the Words ; "tis our Author's Ap- 


plication only that wants the ſupport of 2 
rical Senſe. | ug i 

2. Another allegorical Proof which” he 
charges upon St. Matthew is in Chap. ii. I5, 
That it might be fulflIPd which was ſpoken 
of the Lord by the Prophet, ſong, ont of 

got have I called my Son*. We agree 
with our Author that theſe Words are 10 
Prophecy, neither are they ſoſtyl d]; but are 
faid ro be ſpoken of the Lord by the Prophet; 


re they myſt: 0 or ge 2 
nor are t ically or allegorically ap- 
plyd, bar ere truly, you juſtly; 12 
Matthew uſes the Words of Hoe men- 
tioning the Iſraeliter Return our of Egypt, 
to ſhew' that —— 2 ——.— Tel as re- 
markable in preſerving his Son Feſur, as in 
delivering the Ohildren of Ifraet ;* and that 
the Words of the Prophet might as truly be 
affirmd of the Son of God, as of the I 


ſecondary, or typical, or myſtical, or allego- 


raclites. Eg was a Refuge to Ifael and 
the new · borũ Feſur; the one eſcap d from 


2 Het al. x, rok 
P 2 Famine, 


[ x08 | 
Famine, the other from the Peril of the 
Sword. God ſuffer'd no Man to do them 
wrong, but reproved even Kings for their 
ſakes. Iſrael was deliver d while the firſt- 
born Egyptians periſh'd'; and the Babes of 


Bethlehem are ſlain upon his Account, while 


Jeſus is ſecured by the Meſſage of an Angel. 
Obſervations like theſe may be uſefully made, 
tho” they are not intended as hiſtorical Proofs, 
However St. Matthew is accus d of unjuſtly 


* 
þ 


applying theſe Paſſages, of the Prophets in a 


different Senſe from that of the original Au- 
thors; to juſtify St. Matthew themore fully, 
I will conſider the import of this Expreſſion, 


and others of this kind, viz. This was done. 


that it might be fulfill d 5 WT 
The Jews having but one way to expreſs 
the Event of a thing, whether it was de/zgn'd 
or not, it cannot be determin'd from the con- 


ſideration of the Words they make uſe of, 


but from the nature of the thing they are 


peaking of ; whether they intend to expreſs 


an End or Deſign, or barely an Event. 
That the ſame Words have both theſe Sig- 


nifications may appear from the following 


Inſtances, Exod. xi. 9. Exod. xvii. 3. Num. 
xxxii. 14. Deut. xxix. 19. Pſal. li. 4. Fer. 
vii. 18. xxvii. 15. Egel. xxi. 19. Amos ii. 
7. Matt. xxiii. 35. Joh. ix. 2, 3, 39. Nom. 
i. 20, I Cor. xi. 19. 2 Cor. iii. 13. 1 Job. 
ii. 19. Prov. xxviii. 8. Matt. x. 34, 35. 

5 


[209] * | 

ö That here likewiſe, and in all the paralle 
( Places, this Expeſſion ſignifies no more than 
b that by the doing of ſuch a a ſuch a 
Prophecy was completed, or to this Action 
] ſuch-a Paſſage may be apply'd, appears from 
| the nature of the thing. Tis abſurd to ſup- 
poſe, that Chriſt was born, that he dy d and 
J roſe again to fulfil the Prophecies. He was 
ordain'd before the Foundation of the World 
to be the Saviour of Mankind; and the Pro- 


N phecies were deſigu d only to comfort and 
̃ ſupport thoſe who waited for the deſire of all 
ö Nations. The Prophecies were made for 


Him, and not He for them; and His Actions 
\ were foretold, not that they might be ful- 
N fill'd ; but that they, who ſaw them per- 
ö form'd, might remember they had been fore- 
b told, and then with certainty conclude that 
1 this 18 He. 1 , | ei 

ö St. Matthew could not believe this Paſſage 
jn Hoſea to be a Prediction, and yet he might 
; juſtly ſay it was fulfil d : For as the Judg- 
ment of the Wicked, the Deſires of the H ih, 

the Law of God, &c. are ſaid to be fulſili d, 
fo this Citation from Hoſea, as well as any 
other Propoſition, may be ſaid to be fulfil d; 
ſince theſe Words are as literally true, when 
apply'd to Jeſus, as when underſtood of the 
Deliverance of the 1/rae/ztes from the Land 
of Egypt. Nor is there the leaſt Shadow of 
reaſon for ſaying that St. Matthew endeavour'd 
to prove any part of Chriſtianity from this 
Citation. 


—_— _— 
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Citation. Here is mention made neither of 
Prophecy nor Proof, nor any grounds to ſap. 
poſe, that either was deſign d; and yet our 
Author is hardy enough to affirm, that here 
St. Matthew gives us a Prophecy, which 
zs no Prophecy; and proves our Saviour's 
Flight into Egypt by an allegorical Proof, 
i. e. according to our Author, by a falſe 
Proof. | 5 10500 
3. His third Inſtance of ac Prophecy al- 
legorically apply'd is from Matt. ii. 23. Feſis 
came and dwelt at Nazareth, that it might 
be fulfill d, which was ſpoken by the Pro- 
phets, ſaying, He ſhall be call'd a NA. 
ZARENE. His conclufion from henee 
is very extraordinary; This Citation, he 
ſays, does not expreſly occur, and therefore 
cannot be literally fulfil d. Tis true, this 
Prophecy is now no where to be found; Does 
it therefore follow that if there had been fuch 
a Prophecy, it could never have been lite- 
rally fulfilbd, : becauſe it is now'loſt ? Will he 
accuſe St. Matthew of a falſe Citation? Could 
our Author ſhew that this Quotation was in- 
decd a Fiction of St. Matthew, it might af- 
fect his Credit; till then we chuſe to be- 
lieve St. Matthew, rather than our Author; 
and think the Evangeliſt's Authority no leſs 
than divine, tho' he did not foreſee that this 


r 


r 1 . _ — 
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Prophecy would be loſt. © Are all antient Au- 
thors to be charged with Forgery, merely be- 
cauſe moſt of rhe Books they cited are now 
entirely periſh'd ? And have not the ſacred 
Writings been expos'd to as many evil Acci- 
dents as thoſe of the Greeks and Romans ? If 
thoſe Books, which were in the Hands of 
the whole learned World, did not eſcape the 
ravage of Learning, that was made upon the 
Declenſion of the Roman Empire; could it 
be expected that the Hebrew Writings, 
known to few, who moſt of them eri. d 
at the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem, ſhould ſur- 
vive ſuch an univerſal Devaſtation? It is 
more to be wonder'd at, that any Remains 
of thoſe Writings ſhould come to our Hands, 
than that any ſhould: be loſt, after ſuch Ca- 
lamities as would have ſwallow'd up every 
thing elſe. But it has far d with the Scrip- 
tures as with the Jews themſelves, a Rem- 
nant of whom ſeem to be preſerv'd in an un- 
exampled manner, the Memorial of the firſt 
great Monarchies having perill'd with them, 
to be laſting Witneſſes to all the Nations of 
the Earth, of the Truth of Moſes his Wri- 


. EG MS. . A 


tings, and of out Religion 
That many of the ſacred Book 


s are loſt, 
appears undeniably. from fſeyeral Places of 
Seripture; Where are the Books of Faſher 


. * 3 a 1 A 
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* Examine Ariſtotle aud Plato, and ſee bow few ef the 
Authors they made uſt of are at all knows at reſens. 


3 and 
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and of the Wars of the Lord? 70h x. 
Num. xxi. of Nathan the Prophet and of 
Gad the Scer, 1 Chron xxix. 29. the Pro- 
phecy of Abijab the S§hilonite, and the Vi- 
ſions of Iddo the Seer, 2 Chron. ix. 29. of 
SFhemaiah the Prophet, 2 Chron. xii. 15. of 
Fehu the Son of Annani, 2 Chron. xx. 34. 
1/aiah's Hiſtory of Vr giabh, 2 Chron. xxvi. 
22. the Sayings of the Seers, 2 Chron. xxxiil. 
19. the Books of the Kings of Iſael and 
Judah; the Book of the Acts of Solomon, 
1 Kings xi. 41. the Chronicles of the Kings 
of Judah, 1 Kings xiv. 29. Book of the Chro- 
nicles of the Kings of Traci, 1 Kings xv. 
31. Theſe Books are all expreſsly mention'd; 
and the Prophecies of many more than thoſe 
we have; and even the collection of thoſe 
Prophecies which we have, ſeem to fall ſhort 
of all their Writings: So that it is not to be 
thought ſtrange, if here and in ſeveral other 
Places, we meet with Citations from the Pro- 
phets not to be found in their remaining Pro- 
phecies. We have no need to lay any ſtreſs 
upon thoſe loſt Teſtimonies, we have a ſurer 
Word of Prophecy, that determines both the 
Time and Character of the Meſſias. And 
even in this very Inſtance, tho? this Citation 
does not occur, yet the Abode of the Meſhes 
in Galilee, of which Nazareth was a City, 

is manifeſtly foretold by 1/azah, cap. ix. 1, 2. 
J. Our Author continues to quote Scrip- 
ture, as the Devil did, inſidiouſly againſt our 
| . Saviour. 
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Saviour. His next invalid Proof for the 
Truth of Chriſtianity he is pleas d to put 
into the Mouth of our bleſſed. Lord himſelf. 
He, that was the V iſdom of God, and Dae 
as never Man ſpake, his Enemies themſelves 
being Judges, is here repreſented by a pro- 
fe rg Chriſtian as one, that uſed weak Argu- 
ments to ſupport a Lye. This impious Ac- 
cuſation is grounded upon Matthew xi. 14. 
where our Saviour ſays of John the Bap- 
tiſt, this is Elias, that was for to come 
But the Words of Malachi, to which ourLord 
refers,he lays are a Prophecy, that Elias was 
to come in Perſon, and therefore were not 
literally but myſtically, i. e. in his Opinion, 
not at all fulfill d in John the Baptiſl. The 
Angel in St. Luke b both explains this Pro- 

of Malachi, and a wy it to John 
Lhe Ba ptift before his birth, — Many, of rhe 
Chi ir 0 5 Iſrael ſhall he garn to 72 Lord 
their God, and he ſball 71 before Him in the 
Spirit and Power of Elias, 70 12 7 the 
Hearts of the Fathers to the Children, and 
the Diſobedient to the Wiſdom of the Juſt, 
to make ready a People ae, for the 
Lord. But neither the Evangeliſi nor the 


Archangel are of any Authority with this 


Gentleman. One would imagine a Perſon, 
that could reſiſt ſuch united Authority muſt 
have invincible Reaſons to ſupport him. If 


—— — 


— — — a — 2 1 
2. Pag. 4. d Luke i. 16. 17. 
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and of the Wars of the Lord? 70h x. 
Num. xxi. of Nathan the Prophet and of 
Gad the Scer, 1 Chron: xxix. 29. the Pro- 
phecy of Abijab the Shilonite, and the Vi- 
ſions of Iddo the Seer, 2 Chron. ix. 29. of 
Shemaiah the Prophet, 2 Chron. xii. 15. of 
Fehu the Son of Annan, 2 Chron. xx. 34. 
1/aiah's Hiſtory of *Uzz1ah, 2 Chron. xxvi. 
22. the Sayings of the Seers, 2 Chron. xxxili. 
19. the Books of the Kings of 1/7ael and 
Judah; the Book of the Acts of Solomon, 
1 Kings xi. 41. the Chronicles of the Kings 
of Judah, 1 Kings xiv. 29. Book of the Chro- 
nicles of the Kings of [/racl, 1 Kings xv. 
31. Theſe Books are all expreſsly mention'd, 
and the Prophecies of many more than thole 
we have; and even the collection of thoſe 
Prophecies which we have, ſeem to fall ſhort 
of all their Writings : So that it is not to be 
thought ſtrange, if here and in ſeveral other 
Places, we meet with Citations from the Pro- 
phets not to be found in their remaining Pro- 
phecies. We have no need to lay any ſtreſs 
upon thoſe loſt Teſtimonies, we have a ſurer 
Word of Prophecy, that determines both the 
Time and Character of the Meſſiac. And 
even in this very Inſtance, tho? this Citation 
does not occur, yet the Abode of the Meſhes 
in Galilee, of which Nazareth was a City, 
is manifeſtly foretold by LJ/aiab, cap. ix. 1, 2. 
4. Our Author continues to quote Scrip- 
ture, as the Devil did, inſidiouſly againſt our 
Saviour. 
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10 Saviour. His next invalid Proof for the 
f Truth of: Chriſtianity he is pleas'd to put 
th into the Mouth of our bleſſed. Lord himſelf. 
" He, that was the / iſdom of God, and. pate 
f as never Man ſpate, his Enemies tbemſelyes 
f being Judges, is here. repreſented by a pro- 
. fe 2 Chriſtian as one, that uſed weak Argu- 
i. ments to ſupport a Lyes. This impious Ac- 
l. cuſation is A >, upon Matthew xi. 14. 
d where our Saviour ſays of John the Bap- 
„ tiſt, this is Elias, that was for to come 
8 But the Words of Malachi, to which our Lord 
5. refers, he ſays are a Prophecy, that Elias was 
v to come in Perſon, and therefore were not 
d, literally but myſtically, 4. e. in his Opinion, 
ſs not at all fulfill d in John the Baptiſt. The 
ſe Angel in St. Luke Þ both explains this Pro- 
It — of Malachi, and applies it to John 
e Lhe Ba ptiſt before his birth, — Many of rhe 
er Children 7 Iſrael ſhall he ears to 72 Lord 
o- their God, and he ſball 71 before Him in the : 
d. Spirit aud Power of Elias, 70 cho the 
1 Hearts of the Fat bers to the Children, and 
er the Diſobedient to the Wiſdom of the Juſt, 
he to make ready a People der or the 
1d Lord. But neither the | Evangeliſt nor the 
n Ml 4rchange! are of any Authority with this 
as Gentleman. One would imagine a Perſon, 
y, that could reſiſt ſuch united Authority muſt 
have invincible Reaſons to r him. If 
4 EY — —_ —— 


Ur 4. Paz. 4. d Luke i. 16. 11. 
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we look carefully for them, we find him 
aſſerting upon his own Authority, that Elias 
was to rome in Perſon, in contradiction to 
the joint Deelarations of St. Luke, Gabriel, 
and Feſas Chriſt. So then here is Authority 
againſt Authority; and, if the Cauſe be 
doubtful, let the Reader judge. 


The reſemblance between Elias and John 


Baptiſt, was very exact even in minute Cir- 
cumſtances: Au hairy Man and girt with a 


Girdle of Leather about his Lois was the 


Deſcription of Elijah the Tiſphite e, and ac- 
cording to the Deſcription whichSt: Matthew 
gives of the Baptiſt, John too had a Raiment 
of Camels Hair and a leathern Girdle about 

is Loins%. Ahab and Herod, Fegabel and 
Herodias try d the Conſtancy and Courage 
of them both; they both boldly rebuł d Vice, 


and equally expos d themſelves for the Truths 


fake. Elijab, tho' he taſted not death, yet 
requeſted that he might die; being perſecuted 
for that Religion, in which the Baptiſt loſt 
his Life. Elijah was call'd the Tiſhbite, not 
from his Country, or any other uſual occa- 
ſion of an additional Name; but from that 


Spirit of Power, whereby he was enabled to 


convert many to Righteouſneſs: And fo 
John was to be ſent in the Power and w 
rit of Elias, — to turn the Hearts of the Fu- 
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thers —and to make ready a People prepared 
5. The laſt falſe Proof e he objects againit/ 
Chriſtianity is another Prophecy allegorically 
apply'd by our Saviour, from 1/azah vi. 9. 
By * ye ſhall hear and ſhalt not un- 
der ſtand; our Author here obſerves, That 
« Feſus aſſures? us that this Prophecy was 
« fulfilld in his time in thoſe to whom he 
« ſpoke in Parables ; tho” it is manifeſt, that 
« according to the literal Senſe, it relates to 


the obſtinate Jews, who liv'd in the time 


« of I/atahb. | 


In anſwer to this, our Author is deſit'd to 
learn, that all the Writings of the Prophets 
are ſtyl'd Prophecies, tho" they be not Pre- 
ditions. All the Writings of 1/tiah; for in- 
ſtance, are call'd his Prophecies, tho” therein 
we find the Hiſtory at large of the Deſtruction 
of Senacheribs Army, which can be no 
Prediction. We will own therefore, that it 
is manifeſt, this Text in Iſaiab did relate to 


3, who liv 
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not only charges the Fews of his own A 
with this hardneſs of Heart; but foretels, 
that they would continue in this deſperate 
Condition, till they were N Until 
the Cities be waſted without Inhabitant, and 
the Houſes without Man, and the Land be 
utterly deſolate, la, vi. 11. 

Theſe are all the Inſtances, of typical or al- 

legorical Proofs, he has produced in order to 
ſhew, that the Old and New Teſtament are 
in an irreconcilable Statef, Whereas it is 
plain, there is nothing typical or allegorical in 
them; they all prove whatever they were 
brought to prove; and the Harmony be- 
tween the Old and New Teſtament is ſo ex- 
act, that we defy the Jews, and all other 
Enemies of Chriſtianity, to alledge one ſingle 
Inſtance, wherein the Authors of the New 
Teſtament attempt to prove, that Jeſus is 
the Chriſt by any inconcluſive Inference from 
the Old Teſtament. 
Our Author is pleas'd to aſſart 8, That all 
the other Pro 9 cited by the Apoſtles 
are fulfil d only in a. ſecondary, or typical, 
or myſtical, or e Jen ſe, he ah. 
Nene con ſider ꝗ them all. 

Has he n y conſider d che Prophecy 
of Micah h cited by St. Matthew i; And thou 
Bethlehem in the Tad of Judah art not the 


eaſt among the —— OA Judah, for out of 
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thee ſhall come a Governor, that ſhall rule 
my People Iſrael. The chief Priefts. and 
Scribes of the People did from hence aſſure 
Herod, that Chriſt ſhould be born in Bethle- 
hem, and ſo the Chaldee Paraphraſe inter- 

rets it. Is there any Type or Allegory 
bes ? Or can he ſhew any other Perſon to 
whom theſe Words could in their primary 
Senſe be apply'd. 00703" 26 | 
Again, will he ſay, in contradiction to 
himſelf ł, that the Miracles of Chriſt were not 
propheſy d of in the Old Teſtament ? Or 
can he ſhew that our Saviour did not. juſtly 
apply | to his own Miracles that Prophecy of 
ſaiab xxxv. 5, Sc. | | 
The Prophecy in Malachi, Chap. iii. 1. 
is by our Saviour apply'd to John the Bap- 
tiſt, Matt. xi. 10. What pretence there can 
be to ſay, that this Prediction was not ful- 
filld in him, primarily, literally, and in the 
only obyious Senſe, which the Words. can 
bear, I can neither foreſee nor imagine. 
Once more; Can he aſſign any Reaſons, 
why 1/aiah xlii. 1, 2, Sc. ſhould not be un- 
derſtood of the Meſſiah, and be thought b 
St. Matthew® to be fulfill'd by Jeſus Chriſi? 
Ina Word, notwithſtanding the particular 
con ſideration of our Author, tis certain that 
there are numerous Prophecies cited by the 
Apoſtles, whicli were ſtrictly and literally 
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_ But if our Author will call thoſe 
| hecies, which are at Prophecies, _ 
wh Proofs, which were intended only as 
Alluſions ; he muſt not take it amiſs if o- 
thers call his Senſe, Nonſenſe ; and his Rea- 
ſonings, Abſurdities. 

After having examin'd the grounds of his 
Charge againſt the other Apoſtles, it will be 
convenient to enquire into the Character ® 
he beſtows upon St. Paul, who, he faith, 
ſeems to diſclaim all other Methods of Ar- 
guing beſides the Allegorical, when he ſays, 
That the Wiſdom he (poke, was Wiſdom a- 
mong them that were 3 And for this 
refers us to Dr. Whitby. We will compare 
their Comments. | 


x Cor. ii. 6. We ſpeak Aalen among 
them that are e 


Our AV THO R. Dr. W HIT B 7: 


1. e. Among them 
that underſtood the /e- 
cret, myſtical, and ſpi- 
ritualSenſe of Things. 


i. e. Among them 
that are fully inſtruc- 
ted in the Principles 
of the C hriſtian Faith. 


Our Author's Inter- 
pretation is fo” felf- 


evident, he aims at no 
Proof. 


| CPI 
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x Ver. 


This he confirms from 


Heb. v. 12, 13. vil x. 
Matt. xix. 21. Phil. 
iii. 15. 1 Cor. xiii. 10. 


— 


— 


Col 


Ver. 7. We ſpeak 
the Wiſdom of God 
ina Myſtery, even the 
hidden Wiſdom which 
God ordained" before 
the World, i e. the ſe- 
cret, divine, and ſpi- 
ritual Senſe of 7uda- 
i/m, which the World 
that interpreted Ju- 
dai ſin literally, knew 
nothing of. This Wiſ⸗ 
dom and Method of 
Diſcourſe was reveal'd 
by God, who alone 
knew his own fpi- 
ritual meaning. 

Ver. 14. 7 4 nat u- 
ral Man receiveth not 


the things of the Spi- 


rit of Cod; for they 
are fooliſhneſs unto 
him, neither can he 
know them, becauſe 
they are ſpiritually 
diſcerned, _ 
Ver. 14. The -natu- 
ral Man receives not 
the ſpiritual Senſe of 
things, for they are 
fooliſhneſs unto him, 
| and 
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Col. 1. 28. ; 2 ie 
-4: e. The Goſpel in 
which the Divine Wiſ⸗ 
dom is diſcover d. 

The hidden Wiſdom 
before it was reveal'd 
by his Spirit, Y 10. 
The Myſtery which 
had been hid from 
Ages, Sc. but is now 
made manifeſt, Rom. 
xvi. 25, 26. Eph. i. 
9. iii. 3—10. vi. 19. 
Col. 1. 26, 27. ii. 4 
iii. 4. ; 


Ver. 14. But the 
natural Man, who act 
eth only on the Prin- 
ciples of human Rea- 
ſon; and of wordly 
Wiſdom, receiveth not 
the things of the Spi- 
rit of God, for they 
are fooliſhneſs unto 
him, but counts them 
fooliſhnels when pro- 
pounded to him, be- 
cauſe he doth not ſee 
them proy'd from 

Prin- 
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and cannot be known 
by him, becauſe they 
are not to bediſcern'd 
by thecommon Rules 
of Wiſdom or Philo- 


ſophy, or diſputing, 
but are to be difcern'd 


only by a Man who 
has the ſecret, ſpiri- 
rual,or myſtical Mean- 


ing of things, or the 


Rules by which to 
find it out imparted 
ro him by God. 


Reaſon by Philoſophi- 
cal Deductions, which 
is the Wiſdom he ſeeks 
after, V 22.] Neither 
can he know them 
[ by any ſtudy of his 
own] by the Wiſdom 
which alone he will be 
conducted by] becauſe 
they are ſpiritually 
diſcerned, 1. e. by 
Scripture Prophecies 
and by the Revelation 
of the Spirit. 


Principles of natural 


The Apoſtle doth not here diſcourſe of the 


Inability of an Heathen to underſtand the 
Senſe of any Revelations diſcover'd to him, 
for how then are they to be diſcover'd to him? 
but only of his Inability to find out and ori- 
ginally come to the Knowledge of them by 
the mere light of Reaſon. And from the 
denial of this, he infers a neceſſity of a ſu- 
pernatural Revelation, that the hidden Ii ſdom 
F God may be made known to the World; 
whereupon our Author o appeals to Acts xxvi. 
22. to prove that St. Paul had the ſpiritual 
Senſe of Judaiſm imparted to him by God, 
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whereas St. Paul only "affirms, thut by the 
help of God he ut a Witneſs that: thoſe 
things did come to paſi which Moles. and 
the Prophets did ſay ſhould come to paſs: 
In mokka its Hel Bo vali $.ut ob 
'Tis clear to our Author.?, © That all o- 
4 ther Methods of Wee us d by Philo- 
« ſophers were wholly diſcarded, and the al- 
« legorical Reaſoning ſet up by St. Paul and 
« the Apoſtles, as the true and only Reaſoning, 
proper to bring all Men to the Faith ofChrzft.” 
Accordingly our Author tells us in another 


Place a, That #e/tas the Heathen, who was 


« expert in all Cuſtoms and Queſtiuns among 
« the-Fews, did; upon hearing St. Paul de- 
« clare his manner of Arguing from the Old 
c Teſtament, and proving from thence, that 
« Chraſt ſhould ſuffer and riſe rom the 
« dead; tell Paul that he was beſide himſelf; 
« and: that much (Few) Leamiig had 
e made him mad. And that Hgrippa, who 
« believ'd in the Prophets, was almoſt per. 
« ſuaded to be a Chriſtian, by that very way 
« of Reaſoning, whereby #eſtus concluded 
ce St. Nan mad; p oed 21 Us ai n 

Tis not ſtrange that St: Pan, recounting 
his miraculous Converſton audthe great Doc- 
trines of Chriſtianity, ſnould appear mad to 
Feſtus, an Heathen, and do our Author, an 
Infidel: Nor, that Agrippa, who believ'd 
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the Prophets, ſhould be almoſt perſuaded to 
become a Chriſtian : But tis incredible, that 
our Author can be ad enough to believe 
himſelf, or faol enough to think he can im- 
ne ſo groſſly on his Readers. But he that 

veth to ſpeak all words, that may do hurt, 
muſt ſpeak with a falſe Tongue. 
Tiis here to be obſerv'd, how 7ud:c:onſly 
our Author confounds Types, Myſteries, and 
Allegorzes together, and miſtakes them every 
one. C13 1821 e 
Arguments from Types may be as rational 
and concluſive, as from any other Topic, and 
wherever they occur in the New Teſtament, 
are ſtrong and cogent Proofs. The Ceremo- 
nial Law of the Fews was typical in its own 
Nature, and repreſented the End, for which 
it was defign'd.. Sacrifices in general, and the 
Paſchal Lamb in particular, did in a very em- 
phatical manner reprefent the Punithment due 
to Sin, and the Method of Reconcihation, 
which God was pleas'd to propofe and accept 
thro” the Death and Satisfatf7:on of Chrift our 
Lord: And, if the Reaſons of the ceremonial 
Law in all its Branches do not always appear, 
we are not to conclude they were any of them 
enacted without Reaſons, much leis reject ſuch 
Reaſons, as are aſſign'd by thoſe, who have 

ven ample dem tion of their being in- 
ſtructed in all religious Truths by the Holy 
Spirit. Altho' therefore the Epiſtle to the 
Hebreus abounds with Reaſonings from the 

202 A Jewiſh 
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Jewiſh Types; it will appear upon Examina - 
tion to contain nothing, that is weak or ill · 
grounded, nothing that is merely an Argu- 
ment to the Men, to whom it was directed, 
tho' of all Truths they were the moſt proper 
to be inſiſted upon in à diſcourſe with the 
Hebrews. And if we are there inform d of 
the Higniſication of. certain Types, which o- 
therwiſe we could not have known, we can 
have no reaſon to queſtion hat Aathor's In- 
terpretation, whole Knowledge, Veracity, and 
Authority, are abundantly eſtabliſi d. 
Myſtical is another word abus'd by our Au- 
thor, ro ſignify groundleſs.and abſurd. My- 
ſteries in Chriſtianity there are many, which 
could never have been known without Reve- 
lation, nor can now be ui comprehended 
by human Reaſon. Natural Religion is full 


of Myſteries, and even Athei ſin it ſelf cannot 


avoid them. He that can believe there is no 
God; muſt yet acknowledge a paſt Etern- 
ty, and that is a Notion more perplexing and 
unintelligible, than any the moſt myſterious 
Article peculiar to the Chriſtian Faith. My- 
ſteries in themſelves therefore can be no Ob- 
jection againſt Religion in general, or ours in 
bee ſince they neceſſarily ariſe from the 
ature of Things, the Truth of which vaſtly 
exceeds the very narrow limits of human Un- 
derſtanding. Nor has our Author, as far as 1 
remember, form d any Argument againſt us 
upon this Head, any ts than as — 
ron 6 = 
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has miſapply'd the Name, to ridicule the 
—__ 7 : t VETO 

His meaning of the word Allegory we have 
conſider'd above, which is his uſual term of 
reproach, whenever he thinks he has found a 
Prophecy miſapply'd, a falſe Citation, or a 
weak Reaſoning. How unjuſtly he has brand- 
ed the New Teflamint with any of theſe faults, 
I hope, I need not obſerve. As for thoſe 
parts of Scripture which are really Allegori- 
cal, or expreſs'd in continued Metaphors, ſuch 
as the Parables of our Saviour, the deſcripti- 
on of old Age * by Solomon, and the like, 
which frequently occur in all parts of the Bi- 
ble; there is no room to imagine, they were 
ever intended, ſo far as they are Metaphori- 
cal, to be any thing more than 7//1ſtrations. 

But as the Authors of the New Teſtament 
do continually allude to Expreſſions in the 
Old Teſtament, which Alluſions our Author 
has been pleas'd to cenſure as allegorical 
Proofs, it may be fit to remind him, that this 
is no more than what the beſt Authors of al 

kinds have been fond of doing. 

Thus even the Proſe n the 
Greeks are fo full of alluſions to Homer's 
Works, that it is ſcarce poſſible to underſtand 
the former, without being well - acquainted 
with the latter. And this was done, not to 
procute any particular” Authority to their 
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Writings, but barely to entertain the Reader 
by adapting Homer's Words to their own 
Thoughts. That Poet has indeed furniſh'd 
his allegorical Commentators with a. large 
ſtock of Materials, but they who never un- 
dertook to turn his Poems into Allegory, did; 
upon all occaſions, borrow his Expreſſions to 
adorn their Works. It muſt therefore be very 
perverſe to impute that as a Diſgrace to a 
Chriſtian Author, and as a Blemiſh both in 
his Judgment and Veracity; which would 
be eſteem'd as a Grace and a Beauty in a 
Claſſic. | biet gat ii We 

Plato b gives us a remarkable alluſion, 
which it may not be improper-to mention up- 
on this Occaſion. | EY RES ck; 

Socrates in Priſon, after Condemnation, ſaw 
in a Dream a beautiful Woman, cloath'd in 
White, who coming to him, calFd him by his 
Name, and repeated to him this Verſe out of 
Homer. TROP at nin 

Hui xiv Teflarw Olin tepbwev ie. 

Tertia te Phthiz tempeſtas læta locabit. 
Upon which, he conjectur'd againſt all appea- 
rance, that he ſhould be put to Death the 
third Day after, as accordingly it happen d. 
Whether this were more than a common dream 
is nothing to our pufpoſe, the preſage was ve- 
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rify'd, and is, I preſume, what our Author 
would call a Prophecy fulfill'd in a /ecunda- 
ry, or typical, or myſtical, or allegorical 
Senſe. He may lay that Homer never dream d 
of any ſuch interpretation to be put upon his 
words, and that it could never have enter'd 
into the Thoughts of a waking Man to ima- 
gine, that Achilles s returning ro Phthia had 
any Connexion with the Death of Socrates. 
The Sagacity of that great and good Man is 
not neceſſary to diſcover the impertinence of 
ſuch a Cavil ; but we may venture to ſuppoſe, 
he would have ſaid, that he did not believe 
the Prediction upon the Authority of the 
Poet, but upon the Credit of the Meſſenger, 
whoſeem'd to be ſent from Heaven, and choſe 
to ſpeak to his Underſtanding in the words of 


Homer. In the ſame manner, whenever we 


find in the New Teſtament any alluſion to the 
Old, we need not be ſolicitous to enquire, 
whether the antient Prophets had the ſame 
Action in view (as moſt certainly they often 
had) which is deſcribed in their words by the 
Writers of the New Teſtament, but we may 
ſafely depend upon the Truth of every thing 
they ſay, in what terms ſoever they have 
thought fit ro expreſs themſelves; ſince the 
evidence, that the Apoſtles were ſent from 
God, is ſuch as no reaſonable Perſon will dif- 
believe, and no Tyfigel can confutfe. 
The reſt of this Author's performance re- 
lating chiefly to the fanciful Notions of pou 
1 C 


GS Cs 1 EY 1 a a ſes ans ,, ws — 


[ 227 1 
cular Perſons comes not within the bounds of 
my deſign ; I ſhall only take notice of one 
Reflection, which tho' thrown upon ſome 
learned Members of our Church, was chiefly 
levell d againſt; the Scriptures. He tells us, 
p. 20. „That many great Divines ſeem to 
« pay little deference to the Books of the 
« New Teſtament (he might with as good Rea» 
ſon have named the Old Teſtament likewiſe) 
« whoſe Text they are perpetually mendi 
« in their Sermons, Commentaries, and Wr 
<« tings, to ſerve purpoſes; who 1 d 
« ſhould have more of the true Text, by be. 
« ing leſs tenacious of the printed one. Is 
it then a Mark of Contempt ſhown by theſe 
Gentlemen to the Scriptures, that they are 
continually beſtowing their Care, and Pains, 
and Study upon them? Or can they employ 
their Learning to better purpoſes, than in en- 
deavouring to clear the Text of Scripture from 
the Miſtakes of Tranſcribers, which in a great 
length of Time are encreas'd and multiply'd? 
Thar our Author ſhould openly contradict 
himſelf is nothing wonderful; but that he 
ſhould dare to advance this fuperannuated 
piece of ſtupidity, while the Books he has 
quoted ©, and the Name of Phileleutherur 
Lipfienſis were before his Eyes, is a Demon- 
ſtration that he is incorrigible, . and /en/e/e/5 
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in all reſpects. But this is not the worſt; 
that the New Teſtament ſhould: be thought 
to want mending in the Judgment of the 
greateſt Divines of the Church of England, 
is the Scandal he intended to ſpread; and that 
the Doctrines of the New' Teſtament are as 
faulty as the Manuſcripts, is the Cheat which 
this Juggler deſign'd to convey into the Minds 
of the ſimple. The Queſtion we are upon, 
falls under the Cogniſance only of the truly 
Learned, and therefore this Pretender of ours 
muſt be deem'd very impertinent, for zutrudzng 
into thoſe things. which he hath not ſeen. © 

However, that the Engliſh Reader: may 
be enabled to paſs a competent judgment on 
the Matter in debate, I think he need be at 
no farther trouble, than ro compare the two 
different Tranſlations of the P/alms in our 
Common Prayer Book, and in the Bible. 

The firſt was made d from St. 'Ferom's La- 
tin Verſion of Origen's beſt Edition of the 
Greek Septuagint fill'd up from the Original 
Hebreu. The other in our Bibles is — 
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other, and yet no body can reaſonably think, 
that the credibility of his Religion is at all 
affected by ſuch a diverſity : On the contra- 
ry, if an ty had ten more ſuch dif- 
ferent Tranſlations, he would be better qua- 
lify'd to find, out the meaning of particular 
Paſſages, and to clear the Connexion of ſuch 
laces, as are now very obſcure. It may per- 
ps not be unacceptable to the Reader, if 
we produce two or three places out of each, 
and compare them for an Example to ſhew, 
how they may illuſtrate each other, and how 


ſeveral 


ty readings in both may be cor- 


rected by various Readings in other Editions 


and Verſions. 


The xlix Palm, being retry obſcure, will, 


as moſt other difficult P 


ages do, furniſh ſe- 


veral inſtances proper to our purpoſe. 


The 110 Verſe ſtands 
thus in the old Tran- 
lation. 

Aud yet they think 
that their houſes ſhall 
continue for ever; 
and that their dwel- 
ling places ſhall en- 
dure from one Gene- 


ration to another, and 


call their Lands af- 
ter their own Names, 


- Thus in the new. 


Tzeir inward thought 
is, that their houſes 


Hall continue for e- 


ver, and their dwel- 
ling places to all Ge- 
nerations ; they call 
their Lands after 
their own Names. 
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The Greek readers it thus. | 
Their Sepulchres are their Houſes for ever; 
they are their MO Places to all W 


tions, Sc. | 
lere it is to be obſerv'd, Firſt, That the 


difterence ariſes from a light change in the 
Hebrew Word. We now find it Kirbam, 
their inward ; the Greeks found it in their 
Copies Kibram, their Sepulchres. Secondly, 
Kirbam, their inwards,' their bowels; can 
hardly be ſtrain'd to ſigni their inward 
Thought ; nor, Thirdly, ſo does it make 
either the Senſe —— clear; whereas 
they ſeem to be both preſerv'd in the Greek 
Verſion. This then may ſerve as an Inſtance, 


where a Fault common to both our 'Tranſla- 


tions may be amended by a different Read. 
ing, for which we are beholding to the Greek 
Bible. 

Again, V 12 and 20, are both the ſame in 
the Greek, becauſe they. read-in both Places 
Tabin, underſtandeth, inſtead of Talin, abi- 
deth; and here alſo _ ſeem to be prefe- 
rable to the. Engl:/h *. 

The 13% Vole is in the old Tranſlation 
unintelligible, by being improperly divided, 


and partly join'd to the foregoing Verſe ; "but . 


in the new Tranſlation," that Miſtake is cor- 
rected, and eee reſtor d. 
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Pſalm xix. 4. Their Sound it gone out into 
all Lands, is a Metaphor agreeable to the - 


Context. In the new Tranſlation tis render'd 


obſcurely from the Hebrew, their Line is 
gone out, Sc. The omiſſion of L in the 
preſent Hebrew cauſes the difference. 

Pſalm xcvii. 11. From the Hebrew we 
read Light is ſown for the Righteous, yet tis 
difficult to conceive how Light can be ſown. 
But in the old Verſion from the Greek, the 
Expreſſion is eaſy and natural, there is ſprung 
up a Light for the Righteous. The Miſtake 
aroſe from the change of one Letter for a- 
nother. Þ 

Theſe few Examples may give the Rea- 
der ſome notion of the Uſe of various Rea- 
dings towards reſtoring the true Text of the 
Bible, and may at the time enable him 
to judge, how cl Variations affect 
the Truth of Religion*Whoſe Evidence de- 
pen not upon ſuch critical Circumſtances, 

ut upon undeniable Matter of Fact; that 
Zefas in the New Teſtament did demonſtrate 
himſelf to be the Meſſiab of the Fews, and 
the Saviour of the Gentiles promis d in the 
Old Teſtament. ö 
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